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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The gathering of data from archaeological sites, in nearly

every instance, involves the destruction of the original record.
Only to the extent to which that record is transposed to the

archaeologist's notes is it preserved for study either by the

collector himself or by other students. A good axiom for archa-
eologists is that "it is not what you find, but how you find it,"

and it is superfluous to point out that "how you find it" can be
told only from notes and not specimens. An archaeological find
is only as good as the notes upon it. Therefore only one objec-

tive can be sanctioned with regard to the actual excavation of
archaeological sites: that of securing the most complete record
possible, not only of those details which are of interest to the

collector, but of the entire geographic and human environment.
That which is not recorded is most often entirely lost. In such

a situation, selection implies wanton waste (Taylor 1948:152).

It is the task of the archaeologist to systematically and objectively

dismantle the archaeological site in a manner so that it can be nearly
duplicated on paper and to ". . . exploit fully and without abridgment the
cultural and geographic record contained within the site attacked (Taylor
1948:153)." It is axiomatic, however, that the excavations be conducted

with reference to specific problems.

The research and mitigation program in the Gainesville Lake area was

designed to excavate the sites and treat the recovered data in a manner
that would allow an approximation of the succession of changing lifeways

throughout the lake area's 12,000 year prehistory.

In May 1976, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Mobile District, con-

tracted with The University of Alabama Office of Archaeological Research
to conduct extensive archaeological investigations within the Gainesville
Lake area. The lake area is a segment of the Tennessee Tombigbee Waterway
project located in Sumter, Greene and Pickens Counties, Alabama. Sites

lGrIX1, lGr2, 1Gr50, 1Pi33 and 1Pi61 were investigated as per the Scope of

Services specified in Contract DACWO1-76-C-0120.

Knowledge of these sites prior to the excavations described in this
report was limited to survey data recorded by Walthall (UAMNH 1970) and
Jenkins et al. (1975) and test excavation data recovered by Nielsen and

Moorehead (1972), Nielsen and Jenkins (1973) and Jenkins (1975). Site
IGrIXI was identified by Nielsen and Moorehead (1972) as a midden concen-

tration along the nothern edge of Site iGrl. Walthall (UAMNH 1970:2)
first recorded Site IGrI and suggested the possibility that it was the

same site Clarence B. Moore (1901) designated as the Smiths Ferry or
Smiths Landing site. Site lGr2 was first recorded by Walthall (UAMNH
1970) and was later tested by Nielsen and Jenkins (1973) and by Jenkins
(1975). Sites 1Gr50, 1Pi33 and 1Pi6l were first recorded by Jenkins et

al. (1975).

1
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Data f rom these prlminary investigations of teGievleLk

area, together with the cumulative data from the excavations described in
this volume, were used to devise a preliminary cultural chronology for the
central Tombigbee drainage (Fig. 1). Local phases and subphases of the
archaeological periods and stages indicated in Figure 1 are more fully
described in Volumes II and V.

Because of the large amount of cultural material recovered from these
four very extensive sites, Sites lGrlXl, lGr2, 1P133, and 1Pi6l and
one smaller site, 1Gr5O, the final report has been divided into five vo-
lumes. This report, Volume I, describes the sites, the methods used to
excavate them, and summarizes their spatial and chronological composition.
Five major classes of materials; ceramics, lithics, flora, fauna, and
human osteology were recovered from the five excavated sites. The nonpor-
table contexts from which these materials were recovered were systemati-
cally recorded and described. The best contexts from which these mate-
rials were recovered were the pit features and much of Volume I is devoted
to describing the physical attributes and horizontal distribution of these
pits.

The ceramics from the five sites and a chronology for the 2,500 years
of ceramic variability represented at these sites are described in Volume
II. The ceramic chronology has been used to effectively date other
classes of data found in primary contexts, and to document their change
through time. Volume III describes the lithics from all contexts, and
documents temporal changes in lithic variability, including chronology
technology, and use. Volume IV describes the flora and fauna from se-
lected contexts and includes discussions oq the use of plant and animal
species changes through time. Volume IV also describes the human skeletal
remains from all excavated sites and discusses the physical and patho-
logical changes within the prehistoric populations. Finally, Volume V
summarizes the information presented in the first four volumes and demon-
strates how and why the cultural systems of the inhabitants of the Gaines-
ville Lake area in the Central Tombigbee region changed through time.
These cultural systems are also evaluated within a broader cultural and
geographical perspective in Volume V.
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CHAPTER II

FEATURE TYPOLOGY

INTRODUCTION

The term feature has become one of the most popular expressions in
archaZ -logical terminology. Archaeologists have almost universally used
this term and have implicitly accepted its meaning, undoubtedly because of
the archaeologist's inevitable encounter with phenomena at a site which
must .be studied in situ. These nonportable artifacs present the archae-
ologist with an interpretative dilemma; they must be delimited and de-
scribed in the field within a brief time span, placing an added burden on
the prehistorian seeking to explain extinct cultural systems.

All nonportable features belong to the archaeological ly defined
category of artifacts. According to Spaulding (1960:61) artifacts

include all objects and traces of objects that have been modified
by cultural behavior." Dunnell (1971:117) refers to artifacts as

... anything which exhibits any physical attributes that can be as-
summed to be the result of human activity." Binford's (1972a) definition
of a cultural feature presents a reasonable construct for the identitifi-
cation of a feature. Binford states that:

Cultural features are bounded and qualitatively isolated
units that exhibit a structural association between two or more
cultural items and types of nonrecoverable or composite matri-
ces. The cultural feature cannot be formally analyzed or at
least formally observed after its dissection in the field
(Binford 1972a:145).

Features are classified according to a combination of morphological dis-
tinctions in this section. The description of shape takes precedence for
most feature categorizations, but other physical properties are used to
segre~gate qualitatively distinct categories. For instance, sherd concen-
trations, fired clay concentrations, fire cracked chert concentrations and
shell lenses are physically distinct from filled pits. Hearths are so
classified on the basis of characteristics such as evidence of burning,

4 location (generally within structures), and their shallow configuration.

The majority of the features encountered during the Gainesville
excavations were prehistoric post holes and pits. These were of varying

depths and many different shapes and sizes. Post holes were the most
numerous feature category. These were, however, usually not given feature
numbers. Post holes may be considered a special class of pit. Earth
excavated In their construction served to support posts, thus the special
designation--post holes.

The majority of the features excavated during the 1976 and 1977 field
seasons within the Gainesville Lake area were cultural features. A few
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features resulted from forces other than human behavior (tree roots, ro-
dent burrows, erosional gullies, etc.) and these were designated as natu-
ral features.

A total of 4,579 features was excavated: 254 at Site lGrlXl; 396 at
Site 1Gr2; 21 at Site lGr50; 2,464 at Site 1Pi61; and 1,444 at Site Pi33.
The features at the five sites fall into the following general categories:
4,108 post holes; 2 wall trenches; 9 structures; 1 shell lens; and 458
pits, hearths, artifact concentrations or burials. Two additional thick
midden lenses, one each at Site IGrlXI and Site 1Gr2, were encountered.
One of these midden lenses was in definite association with a house, and a
similar association is probable for the other.

In the following chapters detailed individual feature descriptions
and tabulations are presented within this framework (Tables 5, 7, 9, 13).
Features are discussed under the description of each of the excavated
sites in terms of cultural and natural site formation processes and the
vertical and hotizontal distribution of the archaeological components.
The feature typology presented below describes the attributes used to
identify features and provides a general reference for assessing similar-
ities and differences among these nonportable artifacts.

FEATURE TYPOLOGY

The following feature categories were recognized at the excavated
sites:

I. Hearths
A. Shallow Basins (Fig. 90)

Small roughly circular basins with depths generally of less
than 0.5 ft (0.15 m). These may include a prepared clay floor
and are filled with charcoal or ash lenses.

B. Surface Hearths
Areas of fired sand, ferruginous sandstone fragments and burned
hickory nut shells. The discolored sand is burned to a depth
of less than 0.5 ft (0.15 m).

II. Sherd Concentrations (Fig. 64)
Closely packed clusters of ceramic fragments whose orientation
and depositional characteristics indicate primary deposition.

III. Fire Cracked Chert Concentrations (Fig. 63)
Tightly compacted areas of thermal spalls which may have re-
sulted from intentionally thermally altering Tuscaloosa gra-
vels.

IV. Amorphous Fired Clay Concentrations
Dense quantities of amorphous, generally orange, fired clay
pieces that appear in a concentrated area.

V. Midden Lenses
Dense concentrations of organic and cultural material (char-
coal, artifacts, etc.) resulting from prehistoric disposal
practices.

6



VI. Shell Lenses
Dense concentrations of shellfish resulting from prehistoric
primary disposal patterns.

* . VII. Post Holes (Fig. 67)
Narrow, cylindrical discolorations representing the maximum
excavated area for the placement of posts.

VIII. Post Molds
Impressions of actual posts placed within a more inclusive
setting, i.e., a post hole, wall trench or footing ditch.

IX. Wall Trenches (Figs. 106 and 107)
Long, narrow, deep trenches excavated to support wall posts.

X. Cultural Pit Feature Categories
A. Basin Shaped

1. Small Basins (Figs. 8, 9, 27, 29, 75, 76, 77, 78, and 79)
(a) Oval orifice less than or equal to 3 ft in diameter.
(b) Depth is less than or equal to one half of maximum dia-

meter.
(c) Slope of wall is continuous with base of pit, i.e.,

there is no clear break between the sides of the pit
and bottom of the pit.

(d) Base may be rounded or flattened.

2. Large Basins (Figs. 8, 12, 28, 29, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, and
87)

Same as small basin except the oval orifice is more
than 3 ft (0.91 m) in diameter.

3. Rectangular Basins (Figs. 27, 36, 76, 77, 78, and 86)
(a) The orifice outlines are rectanglar with slightly

rounded corners.
(b) In cross section these features have straight to in-

sloping sides and usually flat bottoms, rarely rounded.
Some pits are very shallow so that the the angle be-
tween the baqce and sides is continuous. Other pits are
fairly deep and the walls form distinct sides that
intersect with the base.

B. Bowl Shaped (Figs. 8, 9, 27, 29, and 75)
1. The orifice is oval to round.
2. Depth is more than one half of maximum orifice diameter.
3. There is a continuous slope from the pit walls to the base.

There is no sharp angle between the wall and the base.
4. The base is usually rounded, but may be flattened.
5. The pit walls are usually sloping, but may be vertical.

The angle between a plane tangent to the base and the pit
walls may be greater on some pits than others.

6. This feature type overlaps morphologically with the basin.
In actuality, it is a deep basin-like pit.

7. This feature type also overlaps morphologically with the
cylindrical pit.

7



C. Cylindrical Shaped
1. Straight Cylindrical (Figs. 8, 9, 15, 16, 18, 28, 29, 35,

76, 77, 78, 79, 83, and 89)
(a) The orifice is oval to round.
(b) The sides are usually vertical, but may deviate from

the vertical by less than 10 degrees.
(c) The base is usually flat, but may be slightly rounded.
(d) There is a pronounced break or angle at the junction of

the wall and base.

2. Flaring Cylindrical (Figs. 8, 13, 28, 29, 34, 77, and 88)
(a) The orifice is oval to round.
(b) The lower one half to two thirds of the walls are

vertical.
(c) The bottom of the pit is flat.
(d) There is a rharp break or angle between the sloping.1 upper portion of the wall and the vertical lower walls.
(e) There is a break or angle at the junction of the bottom

wall and base.
(f) This pit type has most frequently been found in sites

of sandy soil texture and may represent straight cylin-
drical pits with collapsed upper walls.

3. Contracting Cylindrical (Figs. 27, 37, 75, 76, 78, 82, and
85)
(a) Same as flaring cylindrical pits except there is no

sharp angle or break at the point where the upper por-
tion of the wall meets the lower.

(b) These are generally deeper than the flaring cylindrical
pits and differ from straight cylindrical pits by the
large angle of the pit walls (greater than 10 degrees)
from the vertical.

D. Bell Shaped (Figs. 70, 75, 78, and 79)
1. Orifice is oval to round.
2. The lower one half to two thirds of the wall bells or

slopes outward toward the base of the pit.
3. The base is usually flat, but may be rounded.

4E. Corn Cob Filled Basin
A small basin or bowl shaped pit filled with corn cobs
and/or other combustible materials. Binford (1972b:41)
refers to these as "smudge pits."

F. Indeterminate (Figs. 14 and 80)
4 Pit features that do not conform to any of the above cate-

gories but that have a definite shape, are designated as
indeterminate and are described separately.

G. Amorphous
These features have an accidental or natural appearance and

4 lack a developed structural organization that can be attri-
buted to cultural activity.
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CHAPTER III

SITE IGrIXI

SITE SETTING

Nielsen and Moorehead (1972) assigned the desigration Site LGrLXI to

a midden concentration on the northern edge of Site IGrl. Site IGrIXI is

located on the east bank of Turkey Paw Branch, 1,500 ft (457.2 m) north of

the confluence of that stream with the Tombigbee River. The site is

situated on the first terrace 30 ft (9.14 m) above Turkey Paw Branch at

river mile 284.7. The legal location of the site is Township 22 North,

Range 2 West, in the northeast quarter of the northwest quarter of Section

25.

The midden concentration defined as Site IGrIXl extends from an

erosional gully 150 to 175 ft (45.7 to 53.3 m) to the southeast along the

terrace edge where the dense midden thins. The midden also extends 100 ft

(30.5 m) eastward away from the terrace edge into the woods and an aban-

doned field. Sparsely scattered flakes and sherds can be observed for
another 50 to 75 ft (15.2 to 22.9 m) eastward.

The soil type on this portion of the first terrace is Angie fine
sandy loam. This soil is well to poorly drained, permeability is slow,

reaction is acidic and natural fertility is low (USDA 1971). The site is

located on the first terrace. The associated vegetation is characteris-

tic of the slope forest zone in this area (Caddell 1981). The portion of

the site nearest the terrace edge (Fig. 2) was wooded at the time of

excavation. A large segment of the site east of the terrace edge was in

secondary vegetation resulting from earlier clearing for farming activi-

ties.

FIELD METHODS AND RECOVERY TECHNIQUES

Site IGrIXI, the first site excavated during the 1976 field season,

is located in the southernmost part of the lake area. Excavations con-

tinued northward to Site 1Pi33. This strategy was employed so the excava-

4 tion team would be ahead of reservoir pool clearing activities. Excava-

tion at Site IGrIXI began May 12, 1976 and was completed July 20, 1976.

During this time the crew, including the field supervisor and assistant,

averaged nine people.

The first step in the excavation procedure was to delimit the site

and determine its stratification and composition with shovel tests and

test units. A grid system, oriented magnetic north, was established.
Individual square designations were determined by the grid lines that

intersected at the upper right hand corner of each square, facing north.

A contour map of the site was also made with a transit at this time

(Fig. 2).

From Nielsen's (Nielsen and Moorehead 1972) previous testing of Sites

IGrl and IGriXI the best separation between the Woodland midden and the
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underlying Archaic culture bearing matrix was known to be along the ter-
race edge. The deepest culture bearing strata were also in this vicinity.
Four 10 ft by 10 ft (3.05 mn by 3.05 mn) units were placed along the terrace

edge (Figs. 2 and 3) to obtain a representative sample of the Early Ar-
chaic component in good stratigraphic context. Two additional 10 ft by 10
f t (3.05 mn by 3.05 mn) squares, one located in the woods 100 f t (30.5 in)

northwest of the terrace edge and the other in an abandoned field 110 ft
(33.5 mn) north of the terrace edge, were established to determine the
composition of the cultural deposition in those areas. Depending on the
depth of the culture bearing strata, squares were excavated to a depth
ranging from 3 to 4.5 ft (0.9 in to 1.37 mn). Vertical control was main-
tained by arbitrary 0.5 ft (15.0 cm) levels. All soil was dry screened
through onte-quarter inch mesh. Fill from Unit 450N/R500, on the terrace
edge, was also water screened through a one-sixteenth inch mesh. One
gallon soil samples for flotation and pollen samples, were collected from

* each level of Unit 450N/R500, the designated control unit.

Following excavation of the test units, the top soil was removed from
an area approximately 200 ft by 70 ft (61.0 mn by 21.3 in) wide (Fig. 7).
The abandoned field, 100 ft (30.5 in) east of the terrace edge, was strip-
ped because: (1) it was on the outer edge of the denser midden concen-
tration so that features, post holes and structure and feature complexes
could be more easily defined. (2) The remainder of the site supported a
thick growth of hardwoods. Any attempt to remove these trees from the
fine sandy soil prior to grading would have destroyed many of the under-
lying features. (3) The remainder of the site was not scheduled for
destruction.

The first step in the grading process was to remove most of the top
soil and plowzone with a D-8 bulldozer. All of the spoil dirt f rom this
operation was piled tangent to Site l~ri. After the top soil was removed,
the dozer was used to clean the remaining excess dirt on the graded sur-
face. The top soil was also removed from an exploratory 200 ft by 10 ft
(61.0 mn by 3.0 m) unit. This unit bisected the field tangent to the pri-
mary stripped area and intersected that area at a right angle. No subsur-

*face features were observed (Fig. 7). Shovel shaving the remaining loose
dirt proved too time consuming because two to three inches (5.0 cm to 7.6
cm) of dirt had to be removed to clean up the track marks left by the
bulldozer. A road patrol was brought in to remove the disturbed soil and

*polish up the grading job begun by the bulldozer. The areas surrounding
exposed features were then shovel shaved and troweled. Forty of the
forty-eight features (excluding post holes) excavated at this site were
uncovered by the grading operation.

All features were excavated and their location was mapped with a
* transit. Usually, features were first cross sectioned, then the remainder

of the feature was excavated. All pertinent feature data were recorded on
feature forms (Fig. 4) while each feature was excavated. Black and white
photographs and color slides were taken of most features. Cross section
and plan draw~ngs were made of each feature. All features except post
holes were water screened through one-quarter inch and one-sixteenth inch

*mesh hardware cloth. A one gallon soil sample was taken from each fea-
ture.
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Figure 3. Site IGrlXI, Excavation

Units along Terrace Edge.
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UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH

FEATURE FORM

Site Number: _________Square Number: ________

* Feature Number: ________Level:__________ ___

1. Type of Feature: _______________ _________

2. Description:_____________________________

3. Location:

a. Below Surface:______ ________

b. Below Datum:________ _______

4. Dimensions:

a. Maximum Length: __ _________ Direct ion:______

b. Maximum Width: ____________ Direction: ___

C. Maximum Depth:___ ________

5. Description of Fill: ____________ ___________

6. Associations:

a. Features: __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

b. Artifacts: __________________________

* 7. Photographs: Yes _ __No___

a. Type of Film: _________ b. Size of Negative _____

Recorded by:___________________ Date: _______

Figure 4.
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THE UNIVERSITY OF ALABAMA

ARCHAEOLOGI CAL RESEARCH

BURIAL FORM

Site_____________

Burial No.________

General Location_______________________________

Type of Burial No. of Individuals___________

Orientation of Individual (Head to)

Type of Grave Orientation of Grave____________

Relationship to Other Features_________________________

Maxi-uj Dimensions: Width Length____________

Intrusive From Depth of Intrusion__________

Base of Burial (Below, Above) Datum____________________

Pathology Stature Preservation________

Sex -Age_____________________

Intentionally Associated Artifacts _______________________

Other Associated Cultural Material______________________

Notes

Drawings Photographs______________

Archaeologist Date_____________

Figure 5.
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Two burials were encountered (Figs. 10 and 11). These were exposed
carefully with small tools, photographed, and drawn to scale. All perti-
nent burial data was recorded on burial forms (Fig. 5). Burials were
given both feature and burial numbers. The burial number refers to human
skeletal materials and the feature number refers to the burial pit and any
indirect associations within the pit fill. Pit fill from these burials
was water screened through both one-quarter inch and one-sixteenth inch
mesh.

Post holes were cored except for selected posts within Structure 1.
These were cross sectioned. Post hole fill was screened through one quar-
ter inch mesh, except those from Structure 1. These additionally were
screened through a one-sixteenth inch mesh. All pertinent data was re-
corded on post hole forms (Fig. 6). All post holes and features were then
mapped with a transit.q

FEATURES

A total of 254 Features was recorded at Site IGrIXI. Of that total,
49 were either pits, artifact concentrations or structures and 205 were
post holes. Because of limited time and money none of the post holes was
analyzed for content.

Features other than post holes were grouped in the following manner;
44 pits, 2 fired clay concentrations, I structure, and 2 midden lenses.
Table 1 summarizes the feature categories, excluding post holes and Struc-
ture 1, according to their cultural affiliation. Feature category, loca-
tion, measurement, content, cultural affiliation and general remarks are
included in an indexed format in Table 2. The horizontal distribution of
features is presented in Figure 7. Selected pit cross sections and other
illustrative material from the Turkey Paw subphase component(s) is pre-
sented in Figures 8, 12, 13, and 14. A detailed description of the Tur-
key Paw subphase structure (Structure 1) is also presented below. Select-
ed feature cross section drawings from the Cofferdam subphase component(s)
are presented in Figures 9, 15 and 16.

Structure 1

Structure I was oval in plan and of single post construction. It was
approximately 33 ft by 20 ft (10.1 m by 6.1 m) (Figs. 17 and 19). The
post holes were fairly large, averaging 0.8 ft (24.4 cm) in diameter and
0.68 ft (20.7 cm) deep and they were spread at an average distance of 2.2
ft (67.1 cm) apart around the perimeter walls. Four large central posts
formed a rectangle around Feature 42, the central earth oven (Fig. 18).
Several internal pit features were also present at the southern end of the
structure (Features 34 and 43). External pit features located south,
west, and north of the structure (Fig. 19) were apparently associated with
it.

As the structure was first encountered, a dense organic midden over-
lay the post pattern. Subsequent shovel shaving and troweling revealed
that a thick midden and ash layer formed an arc just outside of what would
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Table 2. Site IGriXL Feature Tabulation.

Feature Location Feature Length x Fill Description Contents Cultural Remarks
Number Category Width n Depth Affiliation

I 46NK50S Amorphous 2.Ox2.Oxl.O Dark Brown Sandy Lithics. Fired Clay Late Archaic or Possible prepared clay hearth
Leoel I Fired Clay Loam Broken Pumpkin

Concentrat ion Creek Phase

2 44 'NIIOU Bowl 3.bx3.bx2.5 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithtcs, Turkey Paw
LeuL 3 Mottled with Bone. Charcoal Subphase

Yellow Sand

i 440NRSUU BOl l.2xO.9x2. Dark Brown Ceramics.l.ithcs, Collyrda
Level I Sandy Loam Charcoal Subphane

4.04H501 A,,tphoun 2.0o.ui.2 Dark Brown Sandy Lithics, Fired Late Archaic or Possible prepared clay hearth

LeoL 2 Fired c.loy Loam Clay. Charcoal Broken Pumpkin
"ncool rat rLo Creek Phu.e

S 1o0U.NOO ,traignt I.7.2.4.4.u Mdtum 'ark Brown Ceramics. Llthlcs, Cofferdam
Slvel $ Cyliodrical Sandy Loe Bone, Charcoal Subphase

I O S'UNWU Sowl 6. !-n2.7 Dark Brown Sand Lithics, (:harvoal. karly Archaic In Profile 490 Line
Levi' . Bone. Firrd Clay P.sihly

Cochrane

sOONWO 'I'lero 0t- 2.t. . dlu I to Dark Historic Caused by r-ad dLsturhance

oae Brown Sand

.,i -.raglt Ic -n2. 'irk Brown Sandy Ceramics, Ithles, Cofferdam In Prnfile 500 l.ne
Level Cylindrical you one. Char'oal Nubphse

I ,jONK .0) 1,eIernu.Ite 5.3.4.4uA.2 Charcoal Stained Ceramics, LIthtcs Turkey Pan Pit had an oval orifice, a
Ash Lens In Mi- Subphase stepped bottom, and slightly

tIed Brown Sand sloplng sides

i I sNuR, onraniting 8.x.bxn.1 BI 1.k Organic ':eramlc', .1 hlcs, Cofferda
y i odrical Stained Sand ShellBoneCharcoal Subphane

*, .,NRcc strlgnt 5.Shc.Snt.2 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, l.it.cs, Cofferdam Contained Burial I
Cylindr cal ShelI, one,Charcoal Subphase

"1- I 5n .Large Basin 0.Nt5.2n2.
7  

oarS Brown Sand :eroast-, Lithos, C:olle. ,a. Possible Cokiog facility
DhellBon,,Charcoal Subphase

I cINKir W 'raight l.Sx.Oxi.U (lirk Brown Sand Leramlcs, ithics, Turkey Paw

ylmndrca l SheliBone.Charcoa Subphase

I. I N-, u- 2. U. 1 .1,S.d Mottled Brown Ceramics. I.thlc. Undeter~nco
-nd

" , .) V r -g, o , n n.5cSO I.O Dark Brown Sand Ceranion. I listen, Turkey Pan
one, Charoal Subphaue

it I(s rNalght S.O. 6U. t0 iedlva BrOwn to Ceramic, (Ithlis, Cofferdam
CylinIricl lark Or.,wn Sandy Bone Suhphauc

I/ u.Nhot' Str.
0
tght .,.I J..K lark urown I , Ierae's. Ilthicn, offerdam ContaIned Burial 2

ly.Irlcali, k Sand Shell, Bone suhphae

ii.i ,Idbho Indeteruinate. l.'xn.snI.2 [ark Brown Sand Ceraslrn. I ithic-, Turkey Paw or East side wall obscure.]
w/leoen ot I el- Shell. Son' Vienna Suhphase

lou- Brown Sand

and Aoh

18 .l NRoAD lndtermlnasc t.
7
n2.osl.4 Dark Brown Sand Ceramcq. i.thlcn, Turkey Paw West slde Introded by

Shell, Charcoal Suhphane Feature I8A

L, lINhO SS too 2.1n2.linI.0 Black Sand Cerumirs, lithlcs, Cofferdam
Shell, Chart a1 Subphane

2U lot)ONhtO ldeterminate S.2x2.?uxD.n Mottled Brown Ceramics. Ithics. Coferdam Pit hod irregular bottom and
Sand Shell, Charcoal Suhphase irrega/ar orifice insloping siden

it oliRk/LI) Straight 2.isJuI.h Brown to Black Ceramic.,. ithics Colferdas
Cylindricak Sand Subphane

2 3 40NR040 indeterminate 4.Oxh.012.0 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, lithlcs, Possibly Vienna Pit had an oal orifice, irregu-
Shell, Churvoal Subphase lar sides and amorphous bottom

280NRBS Bidden Lens 4.7x4.61l.0 Dark Black Sand Ceramics, (ithicr, Turkey Paw Appeared to be a filled depreusion
SheLlBoneCharcoal Subphase

24A lnO(hN$bU Indeterminate 2.9x -l.0 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics. T.tthLcn, Cofferdam Pit had an oval orifice, insloping
Shell,BoneCharcoal Suhphase sides, possible basin

248 tlIlBh670 Straight 4.4x.sZ2.b Dark Brown to Ceramc, Lithics, Cofferdam
Lylindrical Black Sand Shell,BoneCharcoal Subphase

14, IsoNeOlS Bowl 3.9 0.bl.0 Dark Brown to Ceramics, lithics, Cofferdam West end tangent to
Black Send ShelloneCharcoal Suhphase Feature 240

- * .
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Table 2. Site lGriXi Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Feature Location Feature Length Fil I 0-cription Contents Cultrural Remark,
Nusher Category Width Depth Aff ill t,

2411 iONkhoh Large Bad', I.Snd.ul .1 Dark Brown-Black Ceramics, lithics. Turkey Paw
Sand intersturd Shell,Bone.Charcoal Sabhlauo
with Ash

25 39SNs730 Large Biasin! 4.4.l.SS.0 Dark Brown Sanl C-iramicn, Lithics, Cofferdam

Shell, Charctl Sahphlao

2bA 54078 O Btaugular 6.Jo.lS.0 Slack Sand Ceramics, lithie, Cofferdam
Bas Sho lBone.Charc %.a Suphase

zss Siu:teldit Ildetetnlnate Shsh4.s5O.S Bark bruwn to Ceramics, lithicn, Cullordan Tangent toi Feadtur(- 255
Bick Saud Shell .Bonr,CharcaI Subphaue

2! 32UIl7li Large hasln l.lxl.lls.2 Medium-Light Ceramics, itthics Turkey Paw
Brown Sand Suhphauc

2dA 30ioNgt0 Large Basin 4.7l.5s0.h Mottled Brown Ceramics, Lithicn, Turkey Paw Intruded or Intrudes Feature 288
Sand Bone Subphauc on west side

2[B 300NR6SU &lI 2.bX2.Sxl.9 Mottled Light Ceramics, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Brown Sand Shell, Charcoal Suhyhaue

29 l30glohi Straight 2.hx2.4x2.t Dark Brown Sand Ceramics. lithirs, Couferdam
Cylindrical Shell,Bonr.Charc-ai Suhphaso

35 320tR62U Large Basin 6.8xb.2x2." 'edium Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Turkey Paw

Shell ,BoneCharcoal Subphase

31 41ONRh9 Small Basin 2.bx2.4xl.l Medium to Dark Ceramics, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Brown Sand ShellBone,Charuoal Subphase

32 ld8tillhk Sailt Basin, 2.4n2.2s0).9 Durk Brows to CeramlcsLitkicn* Turkey Paw
Black Sand Shell, Charcoal Subphase

di 36UNRb3B Small Basin 2.UxO.Yx.9 'tedin to Dark Ceramics, LIthics, Cufferdam Possir haus settl,, fr post
Brown Sand Shel.llone.Charcoal Suhphase

34 2nUN700 Large Basin 3.7.3.71.0 Bark Brows Sand Ceramics, lithics, Turkey Paw
with Ash Shell,Bone,Charcual Subphase

i5 230NB690 Flartn h. u--l.8 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, t.thics, Turkey Paw
Cylindrical Shell ,Bone,Charcoal :luhphase

36 iSNRh20 la.rge Basin i.2xu.o.h Dark Black Sand Ceramics, Lithics. Umdetemined
with Ash Lens Shellone,Charcoal

37 400NKh20 Large Bascn 4..4.sl.S Medium Bruwn Sand Ceramics Lithics, Turkey Paw

Shell,BonrCharcoal Suhphase

38 130SR740 Straight 3. 2n2. Dark Brn to Ceramics, LithIcs, Cofferdam
Cylindrical Black Sand Bone, Charcoal Suhphase

39 34NRhSJ ietcrminate iS.9x2-sx.7 Dark Black Sand Ceramics, .lthics, Turkey Paw This feat-r, was unique in its
ShelliBone,Charcoal Suhphane length, width .nd sli.llow walI

trench-Ilk appearane

4U 340NR66 Snail Basin 2.4n2.2ci.7 Medium to Dark Ceramics, LIthics, Cofferdam Possible large post le
Brown Sand ShellBon,.Charcoal Suhphase

41 JNRb0 R-wl 2.8X2.,sl.5 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, lthics, Cofferdam

Shell. Ch ,rcoal Suhphane

42 30NR690 Straight 6.xlS.5x2.4 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics. 'ithics, Turkey Paw In center oi Structure 1,
Cylindrical Underlain hy Shell.Bon.,.Charcoal Suhphase probable earth oven

Gray Ash Lens and
Mottled Tan Sand

hi 255NK700 lodeterminate 3.2x.x2.3 Dark Brown Sand Cetanics, Iithirs. Turkey Paw Inside Structure I
Underlain hy Shell, p. - Suhphase
Mottled Yellow- Charcoal
Brows Sand and
Tan Sand

44 27UNRb90 Bell 3.Ox -uS.3 Black to Brown Ceramics, lithicn, Cofferdam Bottom half Sarned
Sand SheIi,Bon,Charcoa Subphane

45 3:0iABL1 Small Basis 2.hx2.xO.5 Brown Sand Ceramics, l.thics, Turkey Paw

Shell. Charcoal Suhphase

4h 32B66 Large Basin 4.hx.lxl.b Brws Sand Ceramics, Lithtcs, Turkey Paw
Shell, Chreoal Suhphase

47 4UNRB690 B-wi 2.Bsx.hxl.4 Brown Sand Ceramics, ;Ithics, Turkey Paw
Shell, Chreoal Subphase

48 320iNe00 Straight 4.B4.snl.6 Medium to Dark Ceramics. I.Ithics, Turkey Paw
Cylindrical Brown Sandy Loan Sheli,Bon.,Charcoal Suhphse

- - Unmeanurahie
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Table 3. Site IGrIXI Structure 1: Summary Statistics.

Phase: Turkey Paw Subphase.

Attribute

~A B C D E F G H I J K L M N 0

Shape:
Round

Oval X X X X X X

Rectangular ________________________

Summary Statistics: Attribute

1 1. Max. Length 33.0 ft A. Single Post

2. Max. Width 20.0 ft B. Basin, Interior Single Post

3. Floor Area 551.25 ft2  C. Basin, Interior Single Post,

4. Basin Depth - Wall Trench

5. Structure Orientation North-South D. Basin, Exterior Post

6. Mean Post Diameter, E. Basin, Wall Trench, Wattle and

Long Axis Daub

7. Mean Post Diameter, F. Single Post, Wattle and

Short Axis Daub

8. Mean Post Diameter 0.80 ft G. Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

9. Mean Post Depth, H. Single Post, Wall Trench,

Long Axis Wattle and Daub

10. Mean Post Depth, I. Hearth/Oven

* Short Axis J. Intrastructure Feature(s)

IL. Mean Post Depth 0.68 ft K. Extrastructure Feature(s)

12. Mean Distance Between Exterior L. Intrastructure/Extrastructure

Wall Posts 2.20 ft Features(s)

* M. Intrastructure Partitioning

N. Intrastructure Support

Post(s)

0. Doorway/Portico
I

* X specifies relevant attributes listed in right hand column.

- = Not Applicable
22



Site IGriXi, Selected Feature Cross Sections,
Turkey Paw Subphase.

Feature 3 1,
Feature 30. Large BasinSmlBai

Feature 27,
Large BasinFetr47

Feature 35,
Flaring Cylindrical

Feature 42, Straight Cylindrical

F igur e 8.
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Site iGriXi, Selected Feature Cross Sections
Cofferdam Subpha se.

*Feature 5, Feature 29,
Straight Cylindrical Straight Cylindrical

Feature 40.
Small Baaln Feature 4 1.

Bowl

00 1 121 4 Feet

0 1 Meter

Figure 9.
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Figure 10. Site lVrIXI , Burialr 1. Figuire 13. Site GriXi, Bural~r 3.

Cofferdam Subhase. CofferaSubh.e
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Figure 14. Site IGrIXI, Feature 39. Figure 15. Site IGrlXI, Feature 5.
* Unusal Trough Shaped Pit. Straight Cylindrical

Turkey Paw Subphase. Shaped Pit. Cofferdam
Subphase.

0S

Figure 16. Site IGriXi, Feature 29.
Straight Cylindrical
Shaped Pit. Cofferdam

* Subphase.
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Figure 17. Site IGrlXL, Structure 1, Turkey Paw
Subphase.

Figure 18. Site 1GrIXI, Feature 42.
Straight Cylindrical

Shaped Pit. Turkey Paw
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be the southeast portion of the structure wall. Any floor that might have
been present had been removed by the grader.

In addition to the four large central support posts, many smaller
posts were located just inside the western wall and east of the central
earth oven (Fig. 19). These posts may have supported internal partitions
or other indoor facilities.

Several gaps appear in the walls especially at the northern and
southern ends of the structure (Fig. 19), suggesting a dual entrance. No
definite evidence for either a portico or a wind break outside the ends of
the structure was found, although several post holes were present in these
areas.

The construction of this structure was virtually identical to the
Middle Woodland Owl Hollow phase structures from the Normandy Reservoir
(Faulkner and McCoilough 1974:Fig. 44). The four large interior posts
around the central earth oven duplicate those found in the structures in
the Normandy Reservoir. Their presence indicates that long poles were
secured to exterior support posts and fastened to four interior cross
pieces supported by four posts in the center.

Summary statistics and attributes of Structure I at Site IGriXi are
given in Table 3.

INTERNAL SITE COMPOSITION

Stratigraphy

Five zones or strata were recognized at Site IGrIXI (Fig. 20). These
are described on the basis of color and textural differences. The strati-
graphic zones were best developed along the terrace edge overlooking
Turkey Paw Branch. In the test trench excavated there, five zones were
defined in the field and are described below.

Zone A. This was the plow and humus zone at the site. It was a
grayish brown sand and averaged 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) thick.

Zone B. This zone averaged 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) thick and was immediate-
ly beneath the plowzone. The soil within this zone was a brownish black
sand that contained much organic material and mussel shell.

Zone C. This zone was beneath Zone - nd consisted of a yellowish
tan grading to dark brown sand. Zone C had an average thickness of 1.2 ft
(36.6 cm).

Zone D. This was a yellow sand beneath Zone C. The sand lacked
organic material and had an average thickness of 1.2 ft (36.6 cm).

Zone E. This zone represented the sterile white sand alluvium that
formed a large part of the terrace on which the site was located. It was
encountered at an average depth of 4.0 ft (1.22 mn) below ground surface.
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Zone F. This zone was a homogeneous blue clay encountered at the
base of Feature 44. The areal and vertical extent of this zone is un-
known.

Cultural Stratigraphy

Zones A and B were primarily the result of extensive human activity
on this portion of the terrace edge. Zone A was created through land
clearing, plowing, and organic decomposition. Zone B, an organic midden
deposit, was formed as a result of refuse accumulated by Miller II and
Miller III phase groups inhabiting the terrace edge over an extended
period of time. The formation of Zone B was augmented by alluvial de-
position.

Zones C and D are primarily alluvial deposits complemented by inter-
mittent refuse disposal. Cultural components present within Zone A con-
sisted primarily of historic, Mississippian and Late Woodland Cofferdam
subphase artifacts. Zone B contained primarily Miller III Cofferdam
subphase artifacts. Zone C contained an array of cultural material repre-
senting all the above components as well as Middle Gulf Formational Broken
Pumpkin Creek and Late Gulf Formational Henson Springs phase ceramics. In
addition, Archaic components such as West Greene, Vaughn, Cochrane, Kirk,
Hardaway, and Big Sandy were present.

Zone D contained primarily Early Archaic Cochrane (Dalton) artifacts,
although some Kirk artifacts were also present. No lanceolate paleo-
Indian projectile points were found within Zone D, but a single Clovis or
Cumberland projectile point was recovered out of context within Zone C.

Natural Stratigraphy

Zone E consisted of sterile alluvial sand deposited by Pleistocene
floods. Zone F, a dense blue clay deposit, probably was also of Pleisto-
cene origin.

Horizontal Distribution of Components

Early, Middle and Late Archaic Periods

Archaic materials were present over virtually the entire terrace
adjacent to Turkey Paw Branch. The limited test excavations indicated
that these materials were most concentrated along the terrace edge
(Fig. 2).

A lanceolate paleo-Indian projectile point was recovered from Unit
500N/R600 in an Archaic statum, but was not in stratigraphic context.
Dalton var. Cochrane projectile points were encountered near the terrace
edge in the stratigraphic trench (Fig. 2). A Big Sandy component was also
present along the terrace edge. A Hardaway component was centered near
Feature 26B and Unit 400N/P700 some distance from the terrace edge.
Middle Archaic Vaughn and Late Archaic West Greene artifacts were present
over much of the site.
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The horizontal distribution of the Archaic components or activity
areas was not determined because of the limited scale of the excavation.
Most of the Archaic materials appeared to be concentrated along the ter-
race edge and an Archaic feature containing a Dalton var. Cochrane point
was excavated in this area of the site. The large number of unifacial
scrapers and bipolar cores along the terrace edge points to a substantial
Archaic occupation.

Middle Gulf Formational Period

Broken Pumpkin Creek Phase. During the Broken Pumpkin Creek phase,

Site IGrIXl seems to have been occupied sporadically. The fiber tempered
pottery diagnostic of this phase was found sparsely over the entire site
but its greatest concentration was on the terrace edge overlooking Turkey
Paw Branch. One possible feature of this component, a fired clay hearth,
was excavated in this area.

Late Gulf Formational Period

Henson Springs Phase. The distribution of the Henson Springs phase
component across the site was not determined. Only nine Alexander sherds,
the diagnostic ceramics for the period, were recovered. No features
dating to this occupation could be identified.

Middle Woodland Period

Miller II Phase. Site IGrlX1 was not occupied again until the Late
Miller 11 Turkey Paw subphase, approximately A.D. 400 when most of the
site seems to have been utilized. A definite pit feature complex was
concentrated around Structure 1 in the graded area 70 ft (21.34 m) east of
the terrace edge.

Late Woodland Period

Miller III Phase. The next occupation of Site IGrIXI was during the

Miller III Cofferdam subphase. This was by far the largest component

encountered and it was distributed over the entire site. The midden from
this component formed a heavy blanket over all other components. Because
of the limited excavation, neither definite houses nor pit feature com-
plexes could be discerned.

I

Early Mississippian Period

Moundville Phase. The sparse Mississippian component at Site IGr1XI
appears to have been deposited during the Moundville I subphase. This
component was confiuied primarily to the terrace edge and the highest con-
tour of the site.
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SUMMARY

Site Formation Process

The first human activity at Site IGrIXI may have been during the
paleo-Indian stage. This component, however, was represented by only one

lanceolate Clovis or Cumberland projectile point base recovered from an
Archaic stratum; probably not its original context. The next occupation

of this site was during the Early Archaic period, about 8000 B.C. Both
the paleo-lndian and Early Archaic components were probably represent
brief occupations by small groups. The first terrace, where these occu-
pations appear, resulted from rapid alluviation during the Late Pleisto-

cene and Early Holocene. The deep stratum of Zone E, a clean, fine, white
sand free of any organic material, is the result of this rapid alluvi-
ation. Alluviation of Zone D remained fairly rapid although the sand
grains of Zone D are slightly larger than those of Zone E. Alluviation
slowed down considerably following the end of the Early Archaic period.

Zone C, composed primarily of alluvium formed over a long period 'f

time, indicates that the alluviation process had probably slowed down
prior to the formation of Zone C. Zone C contained a mixture of Archaic,
Gulf Formational and Woodland materials. After the Late Archaic period
most deposition at Site IGrIXI was cultural rather than alluvial in ori-
gin.

The site was not occupied after the Late Gulf Formational period
until the Middle Woodland Turkey Paw subphase. This was the first signi-
ficant occupation of the site that resulted in the first true midden
accumulation. At this time a large oval structure and accompanying fea-
tures were constructed 70 ft (21.34 m) from the terrace edge.

During the Cofferdam subphase of the Late Woodland period a large
amount of midden was deposited over most of the site. Numerous pit fea-

tures were constructed at this time.

Although a small Mississippian component has been recognized, Missis-

sippian occupation at Site [GrIXI seems to have been very temporary and it
did not contribute substantially to the content or alter the physical

appearance of the site.
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Site lGr2 Contour Map and Test Units
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WM1972 Field Season -Contour Lines-5 ft. Intervals - Spring

.'Field Road -Contour Lines- 1ft. Intervals A Bench Mark

Figure 21.
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CHAPTER IV

SITE lGr2

SITE SETTING

Site 1Gr2 is located within Spoil Area G-3 on the east bank of the
Tombigbee River, immediately south of the confluence of Wilkes Creek and
the river. The site is situated on the first alluvial terrace overlooking

the Tombigbee River flood plain at an elevation of 123 ft (37.49 m) AMSI.,
25 ft (7.6 m) above normal river level. The legal location of the site is
Township 22 North, Range 2 West, in the southeast quarter of the northwest
quarter of Section 3. It is located at river mile 288.8.

* Wilkes Creek has pirated an old meander scar that demarcates the
western boundary of the site. This meander scar forms a loop enclosing
the site on three sides so that the site is an island of slope forest
within the surrounding floodplain forest. The site is the highest ele-
vation within a radius of -approximately 3 miles (4.83 kmn) in al, direc-
tions on that side of the river and it is always the last area to be
flooded.

The floodplain forest contains a heterogeneous mixture of trees.
Hickory is the dominant genus. The slope forest consists of miced oaks,
hickories and pines. A combination of land clearing and cultivation have
produced a recent cover of dense thicket and grasses over much of the
site. That portion of the site along the terrace edge was covered with

* . large trees and was, for the most part, undisturbed when the site was
recorded.

The site is situated within a large tract of Lakeland fir. sand.
This is an excessively well drained soil found on low terraces along the
river. Natural fertility and organic matter coatent are low in this
strongly acid soil (USDA 1971).

The site was defined from dark organic soil, dense ceramic and lithic
material, and faunal remains concentrated over an area approximately 200
ft (61.0 m) in diameter. A dense concentration of burned and unburned
mussel shell extended for 200 ft (61.0 m) along the terrace edge and for
50 ft (15.2 m) into an adjacent field. Artifacts were generally sparse Ln

the area of mussel shell concentration, increasing in density about 50 ft
(15.2 m) away from the terrace edge, and then sharply Jecreasing again.
The artifact scatter totally disappeared 200 ft to 250 ft (61.0 in to 76.2
m) north of the terrace edge.

A clear spring emerges form the base of the terrace on which the site

is located. This spring maintains a strong flow year round (Fig. 21).
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V..
K FIELD ME'THODS AND RECOVERY TECHNIQUES

Site iGr2 was first recorded by Waithall (UAMNH 1970). Nielsen and
Jenkins (1973) and Jenkins (1975) recorded subsequent investigations
conducted as a portion of the overall archaeological salvage program for
the Gainesville Lake area. From these exploratory excavations it was
determined thiat the site contained deep cultural deposits spanning almost
10,000 years of local cultural prehistory.

Field investigations for the 1976 field season began in mid-July and
continued until September 21 of that year. During this time the size of
the crew averaged nine people, including the field supervisor aid assis-
tant. First, a contour map of the site was made with a transit. Six
10 ft by 10 ft (3.05 m by 3.05 m) test units were selected intuitively to
supplement midden tests during the prior excavations. The units were
staked using the site grid and bench mark established during the 1974

field season (Jenkins 1975). Two of these units were located contiguously
near the terrace edge on the southwest portion of the site. Two others
were located 100 ft (30.5 m) and 140 ft (42.7 in), respectively, due west
of the former two units along the terrace edge. The last two units were
positioned at the extreme northwestern section of the site on the remnant

*terrace edge overlooking the meander scar. These two units were located
some 100 ft (30.5 m) and 140 ft (42.7 m) respectively, in a northerly
direction from the terrace which faces the present Tombigbee River
(Fig. 21). Because of the limited amount of time available for further
testing, these units were placed in parts of the site that would: (1)
produce the best stratigraphic data, (2) produce maximum informnation on
the deep Archaic components, and (3) produce a maximum amount of specimens
from the Woodland, Gulf Formational and Mississippian components. Two and
one-half weeks were spent excavating these units to sterile subsoil, from
3.5 to 5 ft (1.07 to 1.52 m) below the surface.

Vertical control was maintained by arbitrary 0.5 ft (15.2 cim) levels
except in the case of Control Unit 540N560E. This unit was excavated in
natural zones and arbitrary 0.2 ft (6.1 cm) levels. All materials from
the excavation units were either dry screened or water screened through
one-quarter inch hardware cloth. The materials from the control unit were
water screened through both one-quarter inch and one-sixteenth inch hard-
ware cloth. Pollen samples were collected from each natural zone and one

* gallon soil samples from each level of the control unit were saved for
flotation. The control unit was situated in the deepest and best strati-
fied portion of the site. The ceramic, lithic, floral and faunal remains
from this unit were analyzed to provide contrasting and supplementary data

*to that obtained from the pit features. In addition, all materials from
the early Archaic strata in three more units (550N560E, 660N340E,

*550N320E) were water screened through one-sixteenth inch mesh. All test
units were excavated to culturally sterile subsoil (Fig. 22).

Next, the site was mechanically stripped (Figs. 23, 24, and 25).
Using the profile drawings from the test units, the dark Woodland midden
was systematicaliy removed by a D-6 bulldozer. After the removal of most

* of the midden, a road patrol was used to remove the remaining overburden.
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Figure 22. Site lGr2, Excavation Figure 23. Site IGr2, Before
Units 460E550N and Excavation. View
460E540N. South.

T

Figure 24. Site IGr2, Grading in Figure 25. Site lGr2 Graded Surface.
Process. View North. View East.
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The entire site, except for a small area beneath a hunting cabin and the
two contiguous test units near the terrace edge, was exposed in this
manner (Fig. 26). This site was the most difficult to strip of the five
sites excavated because the soil texture here was a very fine sand. The
site was graded during August when the soil was dry--creating sand dune
conditions. A large sprinkling system from The University of Alabama
maintenance department was used to wet the site and this facilitated
grading. The sprinkling system was supplied with water from the river by
a Black and Decker 4 cycle, 3 in trash pump. This system worked very well

* for one night, but the pressure required to turn the sprinkling system
taxed the pump capacity.

During the mechanical stripping operations, dense midden centered at
*Test Unit 660N340E (Fig. 26) away from the terrace edge was recognized. A

40 ft by 5 ft (12.19 m by 1.52 m) trench was excavated through this midden
* to detect any structural patterns and to obtain an artifact sample from

that midden. All materials from the trench were screened through one
quarter inch hardware cloth. Because the midden was so difficult to
manage, a small farm tractor with a trailing blade was used to carefully
remove the remaining midden. The approximately 60 by 60 ft (18.3 m by

* 18.3 m) area was then shovel shaved to expose the numerous pits and post
holes.

Of the 123 features exposed at Site 1Gr2 this season, excluding
burials and post holes, 110 were uncovered during the grading operation.
Twenty-three features had been recovered during the 1974 season (Jenkins
1975). All recognizable features were excavated and mapped. As each
feature was excavated it was described on a feature form (Fig. 4). With
the exception of several basin shaped pits, cross section and plan draw-
ings were made of each pit feature. Black and white photographs and color
slides were taken of most features. All features were water screened

through one-quarter inch and one-sixteenth inch mesh hardware cloth. One
gallon soil samples were taken from each feature.

Twenty-four burials were uncovered during this excavation season.
The pits associated with these burials were not given feature numbers as

* were burial pits at other sites because the pit outlines were not well
* defined. All burials were carefully exposed with small tools, photo-

graphed, and drawn to scale. Burials then were described on burial forms
(Fig. 5). Four burials had been recorded previously. The pit fill, or
the dark soil surrounding these burials, was waterscreened through one

*quarter inch hardware cloth. All post holes were cored, screened throligh
*one-quarter inch mesh, and described on post hole forms (Fig. 6). 411

post holes, burials and other features were subsequently mapp.vd with a
transit.

FEATURES

A total of 396 features was recorded at Site 1Gr2. This total in-
cluded the following categories: 289 post holes, 1 structure, 1 shell
lens, 1 surface hearth, 1 sherd concentration, 10 corn cob filled basins,

* 93 pit features. In addition, 24 burials were recovered. Post holes were
not analyzed for content because of time and money limitations. Table 4
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summarizes the analysis of feature categories by cultural affiliation,

excluding post holes. Feature category, location, measurement, feature

contents, cultural affiliation and general remarks are presented 4n an
indexed format in Table 4. Horizontal distribution of features is pre-

sented in Figure 26.

Selected feature cross sections and illustrations from the Bynum,

Turkey Paw, Cofferdam and Pharr subphase components are presented in

Figures 27, 28, 29 34, 35, 36 and 37.

A Late Mississippian cemetery located on the highest portion of the

site (Fig. 26) contained 28 burials. Several of these are illustrated in

Figures 30, 31, 32 and 33. A small structure in the cemetery surrounding

Burial 17 is described below. More detailed information on the burials is

presented in Volume IV.

A small oval pattern of post holes, 6.5 ft (1.98 m) in its maxium

dimension, surrounded Burial 17. The individual interred within the

structure had evidently been buried for a period of time, when the burial
pit was re-excavated. Certain long bones and the skull were missing. The

structure was undoubtedly related in some way to this practice of second-

ary interment. The posts could have supported a scaffold or roof alid thus

marked the location of the decaying individual. No intact floor could be

determined within the structure.

Probable Structures

In addition to the burial structure described above, two probable

structures were encountered at Site IGr2. One of these was tangent to the

Late Mississippian cemetery and appeared in profiles as a confined com-

pacted area containing shell tempered sherds, burned gray ash, charcoal

and fired clay. Numerous post holes were located here but because of the

intense occupation, no post pattern or distinct outline could be isolated.

A probable Late Miller II Turkey Paw subphase structure was located

beneath Midden Area I (Fig. 26). A concentration of post holes and Turkey

Paw subphase pit features were located within this area, but, no definite

* pattern could be recognized. If the post pattern could have been deter-

mined the structure would have been roughly an oval 30 ft by 25 ft (9.1 m

by 7.6 m).

INTERNAL SITE COMPOSITION

Stratigraphy

The stratigraphic sequence at Site 1Gr2 differed somewhat at various

locations on the site. For instance, on the highest portion of the site,

near the terrace edge, the stratigraphy was more complex than other por-

* tions because of repeated occupations and subsequent midden deposition.

Seven stratigraphic zones were recognized (Figs. 38 and 39). The

deep stratigraphic test near the terrace edge revealed six of the seven
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Table 5. Site 10r2 Feature Tabulation.

Feature Locatn I I~ ie F-u, Length lil ii'.lplo .~lits C.lua Ilsa
Number :a tego ry Widths. DSpI AtfIllsItoo

24 5SO~N.0LE Cn r.b 0.Sn.'isS. Dark Brown Sind C-runics, l.tihics, Lat Isimilar Is 4infird's ".sodge
1e.- 1 3 hi ie d PitI C.O..ta Mis-sL Lsppia., p it"

5 50 SlUts Tree %oll i.SniliniJ.9 i1lirk Brcown to Ceramic, litnics Natural Remnants of tre stomp
Bilick Sand

2b 44USNbUL Small Basin 2.Snd.4n1.2 Da rk , u.n Sand Ceramic,. Lithics, Bcso'iP S bpbase
wih Ash less Charcoal

- 27 osh~iloL slied.n .nD' Dark B.ro aols~ Ceraic -Lisil Idetrulcmd

*26 SooNkotiB. Stroigiit 2.2Sn -oi' tiack Brao Sa~id Crmi.Lithici, l:ofierdan In East Profile
2.0-2.1 Cyio-dricalI Sohph-o

29 790Nbk 'l~ C .S.OX20D. I Rod land llthjs 5 , C:haroal Probably West
Le 4 Harth Green

iKl 5511N3211 Bowl -o..10. Dark Br-w oi CeI is LI this, Udtermlmd In West Profile
Level 4 Sholl, Charcoal

31 S5OoN4UE Isdrtornlnat' -n -n2.l lark Brows tool leramlos. Lithics, Pharr or Craig's In Northwest Profile
Leoei 5 Charcoal Landing Sobphase

32 55ON~nUE Straight 2.5s -s2ll Light I.' Iars Ceramics, Lithitos, By.~ -,ubpbase in West Proil Feature
Level 7 Cylindrical Brw Sand Charcoa Iriginate in MfIlr er I .one

Si r)UN4bl0E lntr-niateo-Oh Wr-st Sand fired Clay Umdeteeuamd Feature dinrurbied by pot hole
Level N in west profile

it, 5SUN4NCE hWln -sllO Da rk Brows ' Ceramlc, Lir1,i-,,l Pharr Sobhase Cn West Profile
Leoel h Block Sand, ibnl.I,r.Charsoa

IS sa6N4N606 Large u'asin d.5o2.4xs1.7 DorkbDraws Sind Ceramics, Lithic., Turbey Paw
t~-. wIth Ashb ShekiIBor,nrCharcoal Ssbpbase

15 sJuNil1uE Flaring 6.10S.l.2.6 hack" Brown to Cerumlcs, Lithics Turke y Pus
Cylindrical Lih Bro Sand Sobphase

3) niUh25tiF &,wl l.4o2.4n?.l Dark BIIIn to Cerio, Lithics, Nyrn
Black Sand Sbell. Charcoal Shh-

il bbsUNiO0t Retasg~ular Sini~ lIhl, M Dlnt ark Cetramics. Lithico, Bysn
Bas In neon Sand SheII,Bnn.Cbursua s ibhose

34 15 nhotll.otratiog ttI2.3l.t black Sand CeramIcs, Lithics, Bynum
CylindrIcal Shrll, C:harcoal .uhbs

J0 b~lsNlZU ar,, isis .7ss,.s.1.7 lark Rw to Ccmclthlcs. Turkey Pow
Dica ,k Sand Shell,1.Bun,Charcoa Suhybase

.l hSlOhlklE large B asin on .1.8 !,ick hrown I, Ceomcs Lthlcs. Turkey Paw
Sli a aool Sh eli .on cCharcoal Sukyhas

.2 hn-10l01, R-o,iin.m.' Dark Brown u" Ceramics, 1.1 thlcs Tupelo Sijhhbane
Blacb hand Shell, Charcol

.1 hlsti2BiL Be, lingslar h4olsl. 1Mium Be in Sand Ceramics, Lithic., 'haer Suhphas
Bash ith As Charcoal

a
t
, b8NJ4AIJ straIght in s10 clack Sand CeramJc. Cithics, Turkey Pow

4Cylindrical SheII,ln,CbarooaI Suhy hase

st71N3l301 ieakh i hni nl5 .lock Brown t' Ceramics. Lithics. Byrn Sobhase..
Llinarico B lack htand Yh-1 lBsone.(Cb-a eo

ohSA StlNi I0 Br, He: ulin. 'nI. 7 haM ros s IIIe combs, l~jthics lurkey Paw
ub S nh Lens Sod I Bo,Lharsoal Satybose

sSB siOhi3 OA SdeaL ih 1-Ion12 ik Brows-ao .. I erinl s, 1.1ithlcs, lH-u. Suhphae Bot tom of "ti h urne dA 6
iplindrical Shrt ,hsoo.Cbarcoal tangent to Featre bh e I

4hC o90N II3M. 5cIS loa ht 1 tin -n2.9 Me.-n Bro card lecamics. Lithics, Boom Su1,hbs4Cylindrtcal SheItI, Mosre,Ch.IL . I

oP b hdNlI K Anal I Bas-in c2- o is, . o - k Saud Ceramic,, lithi,. lot terdam
ShellI Charcoal. ,ucyhase

60l 1 SIs'I maL Basin .s 2.sk o S-1 'cms Clihics 'It eriar
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Table 5. Site 10r2 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Feature LocatiLon Feature Length. a F711 Description Contet. Cultural Remarks
Number Category Width x Depth Affiliation

49 5905151Db Straight 4.9s4.8m3.h Dark brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam
Cylindrical Sheii,Bone,Charcoal iiabphase

511 5 70loO:i0 ijetermlsate 
7
S.0 .0. Black Sand Ceramics. Lithics, Turkey Paw Pit had irreguiar orifice, slop-

Sheli,Bose,Charcoal Sobhaae log wall., andi rounded bottom

>i 540N46U1 Aecorphous 1.50 -nO.5 black Sand Ceramics, Charcoal Umieteemised Irregular burned area
Level 6

5L tl004 1E Large Basin 3.3n2.bni.l Deck Brow to Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam-
Black Sand Shell,Bone,Cbarcoal1 Catisla Bend

Subphame

53 540N046U1E Straight 3.2x -2.3 Gray to Brown Lithics, Shell, Umieteramd In West Profile
Level S Cylindrical Sand c/Charcoal Bone , Charcoal

Lens

54 bbU36SL. Bowl h.Dnk.0c3.S Dark Brown to Ceramics, Lithics, Turkey Pew
black Sand ShellBoneCharcoal Subphaae

55 h,3uB3hot Large Oasis 4.hn3.hni.7 Black Sand Ceramics, Lithids, Torkey Paw
Shell, Charcoal Dubphane

5n 53105480 Straight 3.5n3.4o2.8 Medium Brows Ceramics, Lithics, Turkey Paw Intruded by Burials 9A and 9B
Cyindrical Sand Shell.Bone.Charcoai Subphaae

57 630N34UL. SnaIl Basin 2.jsI.VmS.S Black Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam-
ShelBoseCharcoal Catfish Besd

Subphase

58 n2llNlhl .naIl Resin 2.4s2.2sD.5 Black Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam
Shel lBone,Charcoal Subphase

59 hdL)"SUl Large Basis 3.9n5.2s.. Black Seed Ceramics, Lithics, Turkey Pmw- Contents mixed with Feature 60
SheillBnse.Cbarcoal Vienna Subphaae

no b ION OL 1ivietorslnate S.hss.2n1.S Dark Brows Sand Ceramicn, Lithics, Turkey Paw- Pit had a oval orifice, ine iop-
Sheil,Bose,Chercoal Vianna Subphaae Ing sidee and a stepped bottom

Contents mised with Feature 59

hi 65SN3709 Large Basin S.3n5.2s1.S Dark Bros.. to Ceramics, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Black SanI Shell.Bone,Charcoal Subphae

61UNis360Et Large Basin 3.8.2.7s.. Black Sacd Ceramics, Lithirs, Turkey Paw
Shel l,Bone.Charcoal iubphame

hi 4,10B3601; Flaring 4.Dsi.gn2.h Black to Brown Ceramics, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Cylindrical Sand Shelt,BonsCharroal Subphaae

1,4 630,43701: Bowl 3.6.3.5.2.5 Dark Brows to Ceramics, Litics, Cofferdam
Black Sand Sbell.BoneCharcoal Subphase

55 b20517,,: Bell 2.7s2.hsi.7 Black Sand Ceramics, Lithirs, Cofferdam
Shel l,Bone,Charroal Subphase

b', h[Nid 7li. Stratght i.Dn2.dO.7 Black Sand Ceramics, Litics, Cofferdam
Cylindrical Sheli,BoneCharrsal Sabphae

1,7 1,1,4131,0 S-11l Oasis 2.
3
x2.20D.5 Black Sand Lithics, Sheli, Iildetaruimmd

Bone, Charcoal

11 6,4UN35J1: Small1 Basis 2.hnl.3n0.S Black Sand Ceramics, Lithirs, Turkey Paw
ShelBoseCharcoal Ssbphaoe

hi 1,5053510: Bowl 2.llnZ.hnl.i Dark Brows to Ceramics, Lithica, Cofferdam

..dium Brows ShelBoseCharcoai Subphase
Sand

U 61004001 Straight 2.i) x 6 Black Sand Ceramic., Lithics, Cofferdam Fired on bottom
C yli ndr ical Shell. Charcoal Subphase

N1 oUBNISUE hoc tasgol-r S.3n3.Sni.S Dark Brown to Ceramics,' Lithics, Vienna Sohphase
Basin Blach Sand She ilRB-,Charc..l

72 S1.JNSSOE Corn, Lob O0..n.5 Black S;ang Ceramics, Shell Lat~eipn Remeb. Binfords. "smdge
FilIledP Pit with Anh Charcoal Mississipian pit

71 SiOBSOOI Co rn Cob i.SnL.2s0.h Black Send Ceramics, Shell. Latet Reebles Binford'n e..udge
Fille d ' it Charcoal Mlssisippian pit"

74 S5lBSOECo-s CoB b l..1.'n0.6 Back Sand Shell,Charcoal Late Resembles Binford's nsmudge
FIlld Pi wIth Ah Lens Missimmippian pit"

- Ulsneas-rale
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Table 5. Site lGr2 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

SFature Loca ton Feature length x Fill Description Contents Cultural Remarku

C.umber Ctegory Width x Depth &fflilatton

7 IUNSIUL Small Basin 2.7x2.6%1.2 Black Sand Ceramics, Lithica, Cofferdam
Shell.BoneCharcoal Subphaae

7. blUlS30ti Small basin d.7s2.7Ll.l Medium Drown Llthics, Shell, tmdmtaruimmd
Sand Charcoal

77 bOONOOE Sm all Basin d.?x2.7xs.9 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, LLthics, Cofferdam
Shell, Charcoal Suhphaae

is 5-PON380 Large Basin 3.6u.2ux.8 Dark Brown Snd Ceramin, Lithlcn, Cofferdam-
Shell. one,Charcal Catfish Bend

Suhphase

79 585N8E Large basin l.ZS.U.u.9 Black Sand Ceramics. Lithicm, Cofferdam
Shelt.RnneCharcoal Subphase

8 5ONOUE Large Basin 4.3x3.8xl.h Dark Brown to Ceramics. Lithics, Turkey Paw
Black Sand Sheli.Bone.Charcoal Subphase

dl )dUN195E Smal Basin 2.9x2.xO.9 Medium Brown Ceramics, Lithics Cofferdam
Sand Subphase?

82 58ONJBDE Large Basin 4.3n3.8.1.2 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, llthics, Turkey Paw
ShellBone,Charcoal Subphaae

d3 sbUN3SE Contracting S.3x.2x2.l Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Tupelo
Cylindrical Shell.BoneCharcoal Subphase

64 590N4UOE Small Basin 2.x2.OxO.7 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Colferdam

Shell ,Bone.Charcoal Subphase

A5 59ON41iE Bowl 3.Sxu.3x2.2 Medium Brown Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam Contents mixed with
Sand Shell Subphas. Feature 86

8s 590,00h Straight 3.7x3.oxl. Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithlcs. Cofferdam Contents mixed with
Cylindrical Underlain by Shell,Bone,Charcoal Subphase Feature 85

Black ad Brown
Sand

81 s3UN3I9S Flaring 3.2x2.kx2.3 Dark Brown to Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam -
Cylindrical Black Sand Shell Catfish Bend

Subphase

88 blUNIBS0 SmalI Basin l.SXl.8.aO,6 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics. Lithics, Broken Pumpkin

Bone Creek Phase

f9 klON340 Si- Basin 2.3.2.2.0.8 Medium Brown Fired Clay, dt mdmalmed
Sand Lithtcs

ci 560N440E Bowl 2.7x2.7xl.4 Dark Brown to Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam
Biack Sand Shell,BoneCharcoal Subphase

4l 56ON45OZ Placing S.lx4.9x.8 fl.
!" 

Brown to Ceramics, Lithics. Uiaersadmd
Cylindrical Black Sand ShellBone,Charcoal

42 5SIM510E Bowi 2.3x2.Oxl.S Light to Medium Ceramics, Llthics, Craig's Landing-
Bron Sand Shell, Charcoal Tupelo Subphase

93 570NS20E Large Basin 5.4x4.4u0.9 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, LIthicm. Vienna Subphase

Shell,Bone,Charcoal

94 56ON450K Flaring 5.hXS.4X3.3 Dark Brown to Ceramics, Lithlcs. Cofferdam
Cylindrical Black Sand Bone, Charcoal Subphase

95 57UN44Ui Contracting 3.0x2,x1. Medium Brown Ceramics, Llthics. Cofferdam
Cylindrical Sand ShellBoneCharcoal Subphaae

9k S9DN440i Bowl S.el3.2x2.7 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam-

Shel.flnne,Charcoal Catfish Bend
Suhphase

97 OON450E Large Basin 3.3s.lxl.5 Black Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Vienna Subphase
Shell,Bone,Charcoal

9B 56ON42OE Large Basin 3.4x3.lxi.5 Medium Brown Ceramics, Lithicn, Cofferdam
Sand Bone iubphae

99 570N430E Large Basis S..exl.b Dark Brown Ceramics, lIthicm, Turkey Paw
Sand Shell,BoneCharcoal Subphase

Ill 61ON42BE LarBe Basin 4.0x3.Oxl.k Black Sand Ceramics, Lithlca, Cofferdam-
Shell.BoneCharooal Catfish Bend

Subphase

- Unmeasurable
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Table 5. Site lGr2 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Feature Location Feature Length n Pill Description Contents Cultural Rearks
Nubor Category Width x Depth Affiliation

li biON42Ul Straight 4.9x4.4x.3 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam
CyLis.irtcal Shell,Bone,Charcoal Subphase

*o' ll) StUSli htetermnate 5.SxS.7x4.2 Medium Brown Ceramic*. Lithic. Cofferdam Rectangular orifice, iloping wails

Sand Shell.Bone,Charcoal Subphame irregular bottom

103I 57UII500E Sna Il Basin 2.7n2.2n0.4 Medium Brown Ceramics, Lithica, Turkey Paw
Sand Shell Subphase

104 58U15lUE Smali Basin 2.3xl.kxO.4 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics Pharr Subphase

1oe iiOBSli bowl l.B.ixl.O Crayish Brown Ceramics, Shell, Cofferdam
Sand Lithics Subphase

Loh 580 510L Bowl 2.7x2.IxI.8 Medium to Dark Ceramics. Ltthics, Turkey Paw
Brown Sand ShelL,Bone,Charcoal Subphase S

107 58U4kOL Smail Basin 2.3.2.1xO.0 Brown to Black Ceramics, Lithtcs Cofferdam
Sand Subphaae

1in8 blUNSIOi Large basin 3.lx2.9xl.l Medium Brown Ceramics, Lithics Cofferdam
Sand Subphase

il"1 57UN50i Straight 3.2x.lxl.8 Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam
Cylindrical ShellBoneCharcoal Subphase

ll 56UN320E Small Basin 2.7x2.4xO.4 Medium Brown Sand Lithics Undetermimd

ill 58N45EO Straight 2.4x2.ixl.S Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Cefferdam
Cylindrical Shell, Charcoal Subphase

ill 540N480E IndetermLnate 3.Ox2.?x.S Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithics, Late Mississip- Irregular orifice, sloping
Shell,Bone,Charcoal plan or Historic walls, and stepped bottom

ill 530N480E Large Basin 3.3o2.0xO.6 Dark Brown to Ceramics, Lithics. Late Contained Burial 28

Black Sand Shell, Bone Mississippian

114 560.5UU0E Cootructing 7.lx -o2.7 Dark Brown Ceramics, Lithics, Cofferdam Burial 22 intrusive
Cylindrical Sandy Loa, ShellBone ,Charcoal Subphase

1i5 53054900. Large Basin 5.3o3.7xoii9 Medium to Barh Ceramics, Llthics, Vienna
Brown Sand Shelt,Bone,Charcoal Subphase

ilk 54UUSOUE Bowl 3.Ox2.hx2.8 Medium to Dark Ceramics, Flakes Miller III Intruded by Burial 20 on
Brown Sandy Loam Phase eastern side

117 51UN4900 Large Basin 4.4x2.9x.3 Medium to Light Ceramics, Lithics Late Intrudes Burial 26
Brown Sand Mississippian

118 50ON470E Corn Cob 1.5.1.4n0.6 Medium to Dark Ceramics, Lithtcs, Late Similar to Binford's
Filled Pit Brown Sand Shell, Charcoal Mississippian "smudge pit"

119 52UNSOOE Large Basin 5.Yx.4xl.8 Light to Medium Ceramics, Llthics Turkey Paw
Brow Sand Subphase

121 54UNSUOtl. Small Basin 2.3x2.IxU.8 Dark Brown Ceramics, Lithics Late
Sandy Loam Mississippian

121 51ON490k Corn Cob I.UxO.9x.) Black Sand Ceramics, Charcoal Late Similar to Blnford's
Filled Pit Mississippian "ssudge pit"

122 54UN50O Bowl 3.9x5.8x2.0 Dark Brown to Ceramics, Lithcs Cofferdam

Black Sand Subphase

i2 51)ON4UE Corn Cob 0.xU.1xU.5 Black Sand Lithlcs Late Similar to Blnford's
Filled Pit Mississippian "smudge pit"

124 500 5 0E C-n Cob U.5xn.SxO.4 Black Sand Ceramics, Lithics. Late Similar to Blnford's
Filled Pit Charcoal MIssissippian "smudge pit"

l2) 5ouN.7ti Corn Lob .50.n Dark Brown t., Ceramics, Llthics, Late Similar to Binford's
Filled Pit Black Sand Charcoal Mississippias "n.udge pit"

IZk lIlD.,~r iterminatr i.n l.. Black to Dark OCramics. Lithics Vienna Sohphaae Possible post hole
4Brown Sand

12/ 50ON4V0l Lorn Cob 0.Sn0.Sn..2 Dark Brown Sand Charcoal Late In midden
Filled Pit Mississippian

12 52UN48U Straight l.3x.22.B Dark Brown Sand Ceramics, Lithico Cofferdam-
Cylindrical Catfish Bend

Subphse

-- Unme.norlehe
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Site IGr2, Selected Feature Cross Sections.
Bynum Subphase

Feature 26,
Feature 38, Rectangular Basin Small Basin

Feature 39.

* FetureContracting Cylindrical
Bowl

0 1 2 4 Feet

0 1 Meter

Figure 27.
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Site lGr2, Selected Feature Cross Sections,
Turkey Paw Subphase.

Feature 40, Large Basin

Feature 59,
Large Basin

Feature 44,
Straight Cylindrical

Feature 36,
Flaring Cylindrical

0 1 3 4 Feet

0 1 Meter

Figure 28.
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* Site lGr2, Selected Feature Cross Sections,
Cofferdam Subphase.

Feature 94.
Flaring Cylindrical

Feature 86,
Straight Cylindrical Fe ture~ 85,

Featue 48,Feature 78,
Small BasinLagBan

0~~ 4 i Feet

0 1 Meter

Figure 29.

48



.4.

Fiue3.St G2 uil1. iue3. St G2 uil7

-4 - - - - -



1 . .

Figure 34. Site !Gr2, Feature 36. Figure 35. Site 1Gr2, Feature 39.
Flaring Cylindrical Straight Cylindrical
Shaped Pit. Turkey Paw Shaped Pit. Bynum Sub-
Subphase. phase.

044

Figure 36. Site lGr2, Feature 43. Figure 37. Site lGr2, Feature 44.
Rectangular Basin Contracting Cylindrical
Shaped Pit. Pharr Sub- Shaped Pit. Turkey Paw
phase. Subphase.
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zones. Unit 790N360E on the old river levee (Fig. 39) yielded the seventh
zone at a depth of 4 ft (1.2 m).

Zone A. The humus layer on the site was grayish brown sand. Zone A
averaged 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) thick.

Zone B. Zone B was a medium brown to dark brown mottled sandy clay
intermixed with charcoal and shell. Zone B averaged 0.5 ft (15.2 cm)
thick.

Zone C. Zone C was a dark brown sand which averaged 1.5 ft (45.7 cm)
thick. It extended immediately under Zone B in Unit 550N460E and in other
places represented the uppermost zone (Units 660N340E and 790N360E).

Zone D. Zone D was a midden lens observed only on the highest por-
tion of the site in Units 530N480E and 540N480E (Jenkins 1975). It was a
gray sand approximately 0.5 ft thick and it extended beneath Zone C.

Zone E. Zone E was a light brown to medium brown sand ranging from
0.5 ft to 1.5 ft (15.2 cm to 45.7 cm) thick.

Zone F. Zone F was a yellow sand extending under Zone E. Zone F
averaged 1.5 ft (45.7) thick.

Zone G. Zone G was the lowest zone encountered and consisted of a
sterile white sand at approximately 4.0 ft (1.2 m) below the surface in
Unit 790N360E.

Cultural Stratigraphy

At Site IGr2, Zone F contained the earliest evidence of human occupa-
tion. Early Archaic materials were sparsely represented throughout this
zone. Almost all of this stratum had been deposited by alluviation.
Kirk, Hardaway and Bifurcate occupations were present within this zone.

Zone E contained primarily Middle and Late Archaic as well as Middle
and Late Gulf Formational artifacts, although some later artifacts had
also made their way into this zone. Like Zone F most of this zone accumu-
lated as a result of alluviation. Material remains of Vaughn and West
Greene archaeological cultures were present in this zone.

Zone D was the first true accumulated midden. This zone was formed
during the Craig's Landing subphase of the Middle Woodland period. It
contained numerous sherds and lithics as well as much faunal and floral
material. This zone was confined to the highest portion of the terrace
edge overlooking the present river channel.

Zone C was composed of midden deposited during the Cofferdam subphase
of the Late Woodland period. Floral, faunal, ceramic, and lithic mate-

4i rials were found in this zone as they were in Zone D. This zone, however,
cuntained a greater number of artifacts and had a much darker color than
Zone D.
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Zones A and B were both formed during the Late Mississippian period.
Zone A had, however, been modified further by historic activities. Zone B
was confined to the same part of the site as Zone D.

Natural Stratigraphy

Zones F and G were composed of alluvial sands deposited during the
formation of the terrace. Although Zone F contained artifacts and a few
biotic remains, these were not heavily deposited and they did not contri-
bute in a significant manner to the formation of the zone. Zone G was
composed of a heavily leached, sterile alluvial sand with numerous lamina-
tions (Fig. 39).

Horizontal Distribution of Components

Early, Middle and Late Archaic Periods

Archaic materials were found over most of the site. Concentrations

appeared at the western edge of the site in Test Units 790N360E and
660N340E along the old terrace edge overlooking Wilkes Creek at the west-
ern edge. A Kirk-like component also was present along this portion of the
terrace. A Bifurcate component was also present along the present terrace
edge in Unit 550N320E. Scattered Kirk and Hardaway components were pre-
sent on the highest portion of the site in Units 550N460E and 540N460E.
Scattered Middle to Late Archaic components were also present and they
included Late Archaic Benton. One probable Late Archaic West Greene

* surface hearth was found in Unit 790N360E (Figs. 26 and 39).

Middle Gulf Formational Period

Broken Pumpkin Creek Phase. Although only two features were recov-
ered that can definitely be assigned to this component, the diagnostic
fiber tempered pottery of this phase was found throughout most of the

*site. Fiber tempered pottery did occur with greater frequency on the
western side of the site on the terrace overlooking the old meander scar
which formed Wilkes Creek. Excavation Units 550N340E and 660N340E were
located in that area and produced more fiber tempered pottery than was
found in the other units (Fig. 26).

Late Gulf Formational Period

Henson Springs Phase. Like the fiber tempered pottery, the Alexander
pottery of the Henson Springs component was found over most of the site,

* although it was most concentrated on the western portion.
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Middle Woodland Period

Miller I Phase. Occupations throughout the Miller I phase were more
intensive than earlier phases. The early Miller I Bynum subphase occupa-
tion seems to have been confined to the terrace overlooking the meander
scar which formed Wilkes Creek. This occupation is exemplified by a
cluster of six pit features in that area. The Late Miller I Craig's

* Landing subphase occupation was concentrated on the highest part of the

* terrace overlooking the present Tombigbee River. Several pit features,
sherd concentrations, and a well defined midden zone (Zone D) were located
in this area centered approximately on Unit 540N540E excavated by Jenkins
(1975) (Fig. 26).

The next well defined occupation of Site 1Gr2 was during the late
Miller II Turkey Paw subphase. This component, represented by 21 pit
features, was concentrated on the old terrace in the northwestern portion
of the site. The probable remains of a Late Miller II house were located
in this area. A dark midden stain which covered a concentration of post
holes and Late Miller II pit features was evident over an area 60 ft (18.3
m) in diameter. A similar midden stain was observed over the Late Miller
II house at Site IGrIXI. A portion of a dense lens of mussel shell on the
terrace edge facing the present river channel also was probably deposited
during the Turkey Paw subphase (Fig. 26).

Late Woodland Period

The next substantial occupation at Site iGr2 did not appear until the
Cofferdam subphase of the Miller III phase. A substantial occupation over
the entire site is represented by 39 pit features. These features were
distributed across the site in a northeast-southwest linear arrangement 90
to 100 ft (27.4 m to 30.5 m) north of the terrace edge facing the present
river channel. Most of the dense lens of mussels on the edge of this
terrace was probably also deposited during this subphase (Fig. 26).

Late Mississippian Period

The latest prehistoric occupation of Site IGr2 was during the Late
4 Moundville II or Early Moundville III subphase. This component was repre-

sented by a cemetery containing 28 burials, located in the southeastern
portion of the site. Adjacent to the cemetery was a circumscribed Late
Mississippian midden where most of the 4,455 shell tempered sherds were
recovered (Fig. 26).

SUMMARY

Site Formation Procese

The first human activity at Site 1Gr2 was during the Early Archaic
4 period around 7,500 B.C. At that time small groups, probably hunting

parties, briefly occupied the site, probably at seasonal intervals. These
occupations were on the first terrace formed by rapid alluviation during
the Late Pleistocene and Early Holocene. The deep stratum of Zone G, a
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clean, fine, white sand free of any organic material was deposited at this
time. The sand grains of Zone F, which contained the Early Archaic mate-

rial, are slightly larger than those of Zone G. Alluviation seems to have
remained fairly rapid, however, since sand deposition continued. Alluvi-
ation seems to have slowed down considerably around 5,000 B.C. because

* .there is no zone containing Middle Archaic artifacts exclusively. Some-
time during the Late Archaic period the rate of alluviation increased
again. The brown sand of Zone E contained Middle Archaic, Late Archaic,
and Middle and Late Gulf Formational artifacts. After the Late Archaic
period, alluviation was very slow and further accumulation was primarily
cultural midden.

During the Middle Woodland Early Miller I Bynum subphase a complex of
six pit features was used on the northwestern portion of the site over-
looking the meander scar which formed Wilkes Creek. Little midden seems
to have accumulated during this occupation.

During the Craig's Landing subphase the occupation of the site shift-
ed to the highest part of the terrace edge centered at excavation Unit
540N540E presently overlooking the Tombigbee River. This occupation
resulted in the formation of Zone D and the construction of several pit
features.

The next occupation of the site was during the Late Miller II, Turkey
Paw subphase. This activity resulted in the construction of 21 pit fea-

tures and a probable house 25 to 30 ft (7.6 to 9.1 m) in diameter all
situated on the northwestern portion of the site. These people also
deposited a significant heap of mussels on the terrace edge facing T,'s
present river channel.

The next phase in the site formation process was during the Coffere .
subphase of the Miller III phase. This occupation resulted in the forma-
tion of Zone C and the construction of 39 more pit features in a northwest
to southeast linear arrangement 90 to 100 ft (27.4 to 30.5 m) north of the
recent terrace edge. This group apparently enlarged the mussel dump
created by the earlier Turkey Paw subphase occupatiL..

The final aboriginal occupation was during the Late Moundville II or
Early Moundville III subphase of the Late Mississippian Moundville phase.

* During this occupation, 28 burials were interred in the southeastern
corner of the site and a substantial midden accumulated adjacent to the
burial area.

In summary, the initial development of Site lGr2 was substantially
supplemented by alluviation. As artifactual debris was deposited, it was

* covered by alluvium during the Archaic stage. By the Middle Woodland, pit
features were constructed and substantial midden accumulations first
appeared on the site. During the Late Woodland more pit features were
constructed and the midden deposits grew. By the end of the Late Wood-
land, there was a substantial mussel shell deposit along the terrace edge
facing the present river channel. North of this mussel shell deposit was

* the living area where houses were built and pit features were constructed.
These features formed a northwest to southeast linear arrangement north of
the shell deposit. During the Late Mississippian period more midden was
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deposited within a restricted area in the southeastern portion of the
site, adjacent to a Late Mississippian cemetery. This midden was probably
associated with a house. The southeastern portion of the site, just west
of the Mississippian cemetery, provided the best stratigraphic sequence in
the lake area. Here the Mississippian strata, Zones A and B, overlay a
Cofferdam subphase (Late Woodland) stratum (Zone C) which overlay a
Craig's Landing subphase (Middle Woodland) stratum (Zone D) which overlay
primarily Late Archaic (Zone E) and Early Archaic (Zone F) zones. Zone D,
however, was not as evident in the units excavated this season as it was
in those excavated earlier by Jenkins (1975). The zones were better
defined in the area excavated by Jenkins (1975).

I
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CHAPTER V

SITE 1Gr5O

SITE SETTING

Site lGr5O was located during the summer of 1975 (Jenkins et al.
1975). The site was situated on a linear elevated area 115 ft (35.1 m)

AMSL in an abandoned corn f ield 300 f t (91.4 m) north of the eastern bank
of the Tombigbee River, at river mile 293.5. The site is situated on the
southern edge of Spoil Area G-6, in the neck of Cooks Bend. Legal loca-
tion for the site is Township 23 North, Range 2 West, in the northeast
quarter of the southwest quarter of Section 26.

The site was defined by a sparse scatter of lithic and ceramic debris
throughout a 125 ft by 400 ft (38.1 m by 129.9 m) area. The soil on which
the site rests is Lakeland fine sand. This soil is excessively drained
and forms in thick beds of sandy alluvium. Natural fertility is low and
the pH1 is strongly acidic (USDA 1971).

The site is located on the first terrace and is situated within the
slope forest zone (Caddell 1981). A permanent spring flows from the
higher, northwestern edge of the site (Fig. 40).

FIELD METHODS AMD RECOVERY TECHNIQUES

Excavation at Site lGr5O began May 17, 1977 and was completed May 27,
1977. During this time the crew consisted of seven people, including the
two supervisors. Excavation of this site proceded by thdfollowing plan:
(1) A grid system was established and the approximate limits and contour
of the site were mapped with a transit (Fig 40). (2) The site area was
divided into 5 ft by 5 ft (1.5 m by 1.5 m) units and a one half of one
percent sample for excavation was drawn from a table of random numbers.
Nine units were selected for excavation. Vertical control within each
unit was maintained by arbitrary 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) levels. Grid values for
each unit were determined by the grid lines that intersected the upper

4 right hand corner of the square facing northwest. All soil from each unit
was dry screened through one-quarter inch mesh hardware cloth (Fig. 41).
(3) After the profiles from each unit were recorded they were used to plan
the mechanical stripping. A D-6 bulldozer was used to remove the top soil
from a portion of the site (Fig. 64). Two recovery strips, one 10 ft by
375 ft (3.0 m by 114.3 m) and the other 10 ft by 200 ft (3.0 m by 61.0 m)
were graded. Five features and fifteen post holes were excavated in the
two strips and test units (Fig. 44). Feature fill was dry screened
through one-quarter inch mesh. Pollen samples and two gallon soil samples
for flotation were collected from features. Pit features and hearths were
described on feature forms as they were excavated (Fig. 4). All post
holes were cored, dry screened through one-quarter inch mesh, and recorded
on post hole forms (Fig. 6).
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Figure 41. Site lGr5O, Motorized Figure 42. Site lGr50, Grading

Screening Operation. the Site.

Figure 43. Site 0r40, Unit 44L25. North 
Profile.
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FEATURES

Twenty-one features were excavated at Site 1Gr5O. Six cultural
features other than post holes were recognized. One feature (Feature 1)
could be attributed to a natural origin. None of the 14 post holes were
analyzed because of time and money limitations. Nonpost hole features
consisted of 5 pits and 1. amorphous fired clay concentration. Table 6
summarizes the feature categories by cultural affiliation. Feature cate-
gory, location, measurements, content, cultural affiliation and general
remarks are presented in tabular format in Table 7. Horizontal distribu-
tion of features is presented in Figure 44. These 5 features were con-
fined exclusively to the Late Archaic period at Site lGr5O. Feature 1 was
of modern origin.

INTERNAL SITE COMPOSITION

Stratigraphy

Stratigraphy at Site 1Gr5O was fairly homogeneous. A typical profile
is shown in Figure 43. Slight differences in color and texture of the
soils were noted on different portions of the site, but the same general
stratigraphy was in evidence in all excavated units. The most notable
difference was in Zone B which was better defined and thicker on the
highest portion of the site near the spring.

Four major zones were recognized; Zone C was subdivided into two sub-
zones because of the slight color and textural differences noted above.
The zones are described below and are illustrated in Figure 45.

Zone A. This was the plowzone at the site. It was a brownish gray
sand and averaged 0.6 ft (18.3 cm) thick.

Zone B. This was a dark brown sand which lay immediately below the
plowzone. It ranged from a maximum thickness of 1.1 ft (33.5 cm) in the
highest portion of the site to a minimum of 0.2 ft (6.0 cm) in the lowest
portion. It averaged 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) thick.

Zone C-1. This was the upper subzone of Zone C and lay immediately
below Zone B. It was a mottled dark brown to light brown-tan sand averag-
ing I ft (30.5 cm) thick.

- -Zone C-2. This was the lower subzone of Zone C and lay immediately
below Zone C-I and directly above Zone D. This was a mottled light yel-
lowish tan sand averaging slightly more than 1 ft (30.5 cm) thick.

Zone D. This was a fine light to white tan sand which represented
sterile alluvial deposits on this portion of the terrace edge. It was
encountered at approximately 3 ft (0.9 m) below ground surface.
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Table 6. Site 1Gr5O Feature Categories by Cultural Affiliation.*

CULTURAL AFFILIATION

5.4
1.4

to o4 .
FEATURE CATEGORY HU od4

Small Basin 3 3
Large Basin 1 1
Amorphous Fired Clay Concentration - 1 1
Indetermi nate 1 - 1

TOTAL 1 5 6

* Ecluding post holes.
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Cultural Stratigraphy

Zones A and B resulted primarily from human habitation although
alluviation undoubtedly contributed to some of the accumulation.

Three zones contained cultural material at Site IGr50. Zone A con-
tained primarily Late Woodland Miller III phase artifacts along with a few
historic artifacts. Zone B contained both Late Woodland Miller III phase
and Middle Woodland Miller II phase artifacts as well as Late Archaic
material. Zone C contained Early to Late Archaic materials exclusively.

Natural Stratigraphy

Zones C and D were formed primarily through alluvial processes.
Human habitation may have contributed slightly to the formation of Zone C.
Zone D, however, was a product of alluvial forces and subsequent terrace
formation.

Horizontal Distribution of Components

Late Archaic Period

Archaic materials were widely distributed across Site 1Gr50. The
major component at the site was Late Archaic and was concentrated at the
northern end of the site (Fig. 44). In this area, five probable Late
Archaic features were found. These were basin shaped pits and fired clay

*[ concentrations which may have been hearths. A number of post holes, prob-
ably of Late Archaic origin, were concentrated in this area. The dis-
covery of three Motley projectile points on the surface indicates that
this could have been a terminal Late Archaic occupation. Unfortunately,
the contents of the pits yielded no diagnostic material.

Early to Middle Archaic components were probably present, but no
diagnostic artifacts of this period were recovered. Several projectile
point tips were found in the lower levels. One of these was beveled and

*g serrated indicating a probable Early Archaic occupation.

Middle Gulf Formational Period

Site 1Gr50 was next occupied during the Broken Pumpkin Creek phase of
the Middle Gulf Formational period. During this time occupations of sites

* are infrequent and are usually by very small groups. These occupations
also were scattered over most of the site.

Middle Woodland Period

* Evidence for Middle Woodland occupation was scant, although Middle
Woodland projectile point forms outnumbered all others recovered. Two
Tombigbee Stemmed var. Tombigbee forms and two expanded haft cluster forms
indicate an Early Miller II or Late Miller II occupation.
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Late Woodland Period

Sporadic occupation during the Miller III phase of the Late Woodland
period is also indicated. These sparsely represented components were most

r.. apparent in the northern or highest portion of the site ndar the terrace
edge.

Mississippian Stage

Eight Mississippi Plain sherds not diagnostic of any period or sub-
phase were recovered, indicating the presence of an undetermined Missis-
sippian component. These sherds also were found on the highest portion of
the site.

SUMMARY

Site Formation Process

The terrace upon which Site lGr5O is situated was formed prior to
initial human occupation. The lowest zone encountered, Zone D, was a
sterile alluvial light tan to white sand probably deposited during periods
of heavy rainfall during the late Pleistocene or early Holocene.

The earliest human occupation on the terrace may been as early as the
Early or Middle Archaic periods, but no diagnostic cultural material
dating to these time periods was recovered and their contribution to the
formation of Zone C would have been minimal. The earliest occupation that
can be documented through artifact inventory was during the Late Archaic
period. it appears that a substantial Late Archaic (possibly terminal
Archaic) comp--'ent was present at the site. Portions of the site contain
a fairly heavy layer of fired clay and charcoal just below Zone B at the
top of Zone C. This layer was especially visible around features in
Recovery Strips 1 and 2. Terminal Archaic groups constructed several
facLlities in this area. The most visible remains were pit features,
fired clay concentrations, and post holes. These features were concen-
trated on the eastern end of the site near the spring. Three Motley
projectile points found on the surface probably belong with this com-
ponent. The terminal Archaic deposits contributed significantly to the
forimation of the upper portion of Zone C (C-1). The lower portion of Zone
C (C-2) was formed primarily through alluvial deposition.

The greatest accumulation of Zone B was in the highest area of the
3ite near the spring. Sporadic Killer III occupations over an extended
period of time were most responsible for this zone, although there was
also alluviation during this time. Zone A, the uppermost cultural zone
and plowzone, was primarily the result of land clearing, plowing, and
other historic activities. This zone was fairly uniform over the entire
site.
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CHAPTER VI

SITE 1Pi33

SITE SETTING

Site 1Pi33 is located within a sharp bend on the western side of the

Tombigbee River two miles east of Alabama Highway 17. The site is situ-

ated at elevation 130 ft (39.6 m) AMSL, 25 ft (7.6 m) above the normal

pool level, at river mile 310.5. The site, just to the right of the

center line of the Lubbub Creek Cutoff, is within Spoil Area G-15. The

legAl location of the site is Township 24 North, Range 2 West, in the

southwest quarter of the southeast quarter of Section 9.

U The bend within which Site lPi33 is located was formed ca. 1920 when

the river formed a new channel through a low neck of the meander bend.

The river previously flowed a mile farther to the east before it cut back

to the southwest. At the time Site Pi133 was inhabited, the field in
which the site was located extended one mile to the east. During the

summer of 1975 this field was subjected to a careful reconnaissance by Ned

Jenkins and Cailup Curren (Jenkins et al. 1975). No other sites were

found in this area, probably because of its low elevation, maximum 117 ft

(35.7 m) AMSL. The field would have been perfectly situated for flood-

plain agriculture. It floods annually and the soil would have been re-

newed regularly. The area would have been easily accessible from Site

1Pi33, which had a maximum elevation of 131 ft (39.9 m) AMSL.

Site lPi33 is located near on the lower edge of the slope forest and

adjacent to the floodplain forest. The soil type is Cahaba fine sand.

Natural fertility and organic matter content are low in this strongly

acidic soil (USDA 1917).

The site was defined by a 375 ft by 175 ft (114.3 m by 53.3 m) dense

concentration of shellfish, bone, ceramic and lithic debris within an area

of black stained soil (Fig. 46). The midden is approximately 1.3 ft (39.6

cm) deep in the central portion of the site, grading to a thickness of

less than 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) at the site boundaries.

Sites !Pill, lPil2, lPil3 and 1Pi85 are also located within the same

river bend as Site lPi33. Site 1Pi85 is a Mississippian mound. The other

sites have significant Mississippian and Miller III components. Most of

Site lPill and part of Site lPil3 were destroyed by gravel operations

between 1971 and 1974. Sites 1Pi33 and lPil3 are the largest middens in

the field. Excavations at Site lPi33 indicated that a sanuy stratum with

a sparse artifact content (Zone B) was present between Site lPi33 and the

other sites within the bend.

FIELD METHODS AND RECOVERY TECHNIQUES

Site lPi33 was the-northernmost site included in the proposed plan of

mitigation and it was, therefore, the last site to be excavated. Excava-

tion began October 5, 1977 and ended December 20, 1977.
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The plan of excavation at Site M.P33 was as follows: (1) A grid was
established and the site was divided into six recovery strips, 30 ft (9.1
m) wide and ranging from 120 ft to 420 ft (36.6 m to 128.0 m) in length
(Fig. 47). (2) Because the surface growth of coastal Bermuda grass was
too thick to plow effectively, the grass and 0.1 ft (3.0 cm) of sod cov-
ering the six designated strips was removed with a road patrol. (3) Each
strip was then plowed to a depth of from 0.3 ft to 0.5 ft (9.0 cm to 15.2
cm) . (4) The six strips then were divided into 10 ft (3.0 m) squares and
a controlled surface collection was made after a good rain (Fig. 48). All
visible artifacts; ceramics, lithics, bone and shellfish; were recovered.
only the hinges of broken shellfish valves were retained. The collecting
time for each unit varied with the amount of material present. (5) The
concentrated midden was mapped in relation to the surrounding sandy ma-
trix. (6) After the surface collection was completed, a stratified one
percent random sample (16 units) of the concentrated midden and a one-half
percent random sample of the cultural bearing sand surrounding the midden
(8 units) were taken from within the perimeter of the recovery strips.
Twenty-four 5 ft (1.5 m) squares were excavated in 0.5 ft (15.2 cm)
levels. Time, unfortunately, did not permit a more comprehensive sampling
of the midden. Grid values for each square were determined by grid lines
that intersected in the upper right corner of the square, facing north-
east. All soil from each square was water screened through a one-quarter
inch mesh (Fig. 49). (7) After profiles of the midden sample units were
recorded, the top soil and midden were removed from a 30 ft by 420 ft (9.1
m by 128.0 m) strip passing through the center of the site, designated
Recovery Strip 3 (Fig. 50). A road patrol was used to clean the graded
surface after a bulldozer and self feeding pan had removed the overburden.
This method revealed that all features were confined to a 250 ft (76.2 m)
portion of the strip nearest the edge of the terrace. (8) This 250 ft
(76.2 m) strip was then shovel shaved, troweled, and all features were
mapped (Figs. 51 and 52). (9) All pit features and a 20 percent random
sample of the post holes were then excavated. (10) A contour map of the
river bend, Site MP33, and adjacent sites was prepared concurrently with
the above procedures (Fig. 46). The midden from Recovery Strip 1 also had
been removed to expose and excavate subsurface features. Time did not
permit the excavation of those features. The edges of Strip 1 were par-
tially lined with plastic and the entire strip was backfilled using a
bulldozer. (11) After all features had been excavated and mapped and post
holes sampled and mapped in Recovery Strip 3, it was also backfilled with
a bulldozer.

The content of all pit features was water screened through a one-
quarter inch mesh (Fig. 49). Nonburial pit features were also water
screened through a one-sixteenth inch mesh. One gallon soil samples for
flotation and pollen samples were taken from each pit feature. All pit
features were described on feature forms (Fig. 4). Cross section and plan
drawings were made. Black and white photographs and color slides were
made of most features. Features 6 and 51 were excavated in detail.
Structure 1, Feature 6, a large oval structure at the northern end of
Recovery Strip 2, was discovered during the controlled surface collection.
This feature provided convenient rainy day work for part of the crew
because of the fine sandy, well drained matrix soil of Zone A. In con-
trast, the silt loam soil of Recovery Strip 3 was difficult to manage
after heavy rains. The structure was quartered for horizontal control and
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Figure 48. Site IPi33, Controlled
Surface Collection in
Recovery Strip 3.

Figure 49. Site 1Pi33, Water Screen.
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Figure 50. Site lP133, Recovery Strip 3. View Northwest.

40r
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Figure 51. Site lPi33, Recovery Strip 3. Mapping and
Excavation.
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three zones (daub layer, floor and below floor) were used for vertical
control. A one gallon soil sample was retained from each quadrant level.

Feature 51 was a large, 4.5 ft (1.4 m) diameter, 4.3 ft (1.3 m) deep
*stratified pit feature near the southern end of Recovery Strip 3. The
* northeast half of the feature was excavated first as a single unit. One

gallon soil samples for flotation were saved from 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) levels.
The southwest half of the feature was excavated in natural zones. One
gallon soil samples were also saved from each natural zone. Fill from
both Feature 6 and 51 was w, ter screened through one-quarter inch and one
sixteenth inch mesh.

FEATURES

A total of 1,444 features was defined at Site l1i33. These features
were categorized as follows: 1,386 post holes, 2 structures, 1 fire
cracked chert concentration (Fig. 63), 2 corn cob filled pits, 2 tree
roots, and 51 pit features. Because of limited time and money only Post
Holes 29, 38 and 40 were analyzed. These post holes were originally

* assigned feature numbers in the field, but were later found to be large
post holes. Feature category, location, measurements, content descrip-
tion, cultural affiliation and general remarks are presented in Table 8.
All nonpost hole features were analyzed and their contents are summarized

*in Table 9. The horizontal distribution of features (including post
*holes) is presented in Figures 52 and 64. Figures 53 through 63 illu-

strate a representative sample of pit features and burials from the Mound-
ville phase cemetery and Structure 1. A detailed description of Feature
6, Structure 1, a Late Mississippian house uncovered in Recovery Strip 2,
is presented below. Feature 61, Structure 2, an early Mississippian oval

* structure surrounding Burials 20, 28, and 36, is described following the
description of Structure 1, Feature 6.

Structure 1, Feature 6

Structure 1, Feature 6, (Figs. 65 and 66) was an oval structure of
single post construction (Fig. 64). A total of 55 posts was associated
with the structure (Fig. 67). The post alignments indicated that two
circles of posts were used in construction of the structure. An inner
circle of large support posts, averaging 1.1 ft (33.5 cm) in diameter,
formed a small circle around the central hearth (Feature 6A). A larger
arc of small posts, averaging 0.6 ft (18.3 cm) in diameter, formed the
exterior walls. The walls of the structure had collapsed, evidently when
the structure burned, leaving numerous large chunks of wattle and daub.

Several gaps in the outer circle of posts may represent entrances.
* One gap was at the southern end of the structure. Other gaps, especially

those along the eastern wall, possibly also were entrances (Fig. 64).

Several pottery concentrations were noted on the floor of the struc-
ture beneath the collapsed walls. Patches of charcoal and a charred post
fragment were also found. This house strongly resembles Chickasaw "winter
houses" described by Adair (Wiliiams 1930:451) and Jennings (1941:Fig. 4).
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Table 9. Site Pi33 Feature Tabulation.

Feature Location Feature Length x Fill Description Contents CuIltural Remarks
Number Category Width x Depth Affiliation

(Ft)

1 545RID Small Basin l.Sxl.4x.6 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics, Mssissippian Disturbed by vandals
Level 3 Lea Charcoal

2 545RI0 Indeterminate -x -x1.O Medium Brown Ceramics, Lithice, Missispplan In profile 545 Line

Level 3 Sandy Loam Shell, Charcoal

3 52DRIO Large Basin 6.9x6.3x0.4 Black Sandy Loan Ceramics, Lithics Moundville I- Intruded by Feature 4 (Dog Burial)
Level 3 Shell, Charcoal Moundville III on north side

Subphase

4 52SOkd Small Basin l.5xl.4xO.4 Light Brown Ceramics, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Dog Burial
Level 3 Mottled Sand Shell, Bone Subphase

5 51OLID5 Fire Cracked 2.Sxl.hxO.3 Dark Brown Lithica bi temalsed Probable thermal
Level 2 Chart Concen- Sandy Loam treating facility

tration

6 Strip 2 Structure 22x17xu.0 Dark Brown Sand Daub, Ceramics, Moundville iII Single post wattle and daub

with Daub Lithics, Shell. Subphase construction, See Structure I
Bone, Charcoal description

1 520L70 f Indeterminate l.8x -xi.b Dark Brown Ceramics, Lithics, Catfish Band Pit had an oval orifice, insLop-
Level 2 Sandy Loam Shell Subphase log sides and rounded bottom

8 585L50 Indeterminate -Xl.bXI.6 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics, Catfish Bend In profile
Level 2 Loam Shell Subphaae

9 Strip 3 Rectangular 6.5x2.7xO.6 Black Silt Loan Ceramics, Lithics. Moundvillb It- Contained Burial 2
Basin Shell Moundvlle III

Subphase

I Strip 3 Large Basin 3.2x2.4xO.3 Black Sandy Loan Ceramics, Lithics, Moundville I Contained Burial 3

Shell Subphaae

II Strip 3 Indeterminate 4.2xI.x - Black Sandy Loa Shell, Lithics titeemlaed Contained Burial 4

12 Strip 3 Indeterminate c.ixl.7x - Dark Brown Silt Ceramics, Lithics, Noundvtlle III Contained Burial 5

Loam Shell Subphase

13 Strip 3 Indeterminate l.lnx.SxO.b Black Sandy Loam Ceramics, Lithic, Mississippian Contained Burial 6
Shell

14 Strip 3 Corn Cob O.SxO.BxO.2 Medius Brown Umdmtamlsaed
Filled Pit Sandy Loan

15 Strip 3 Rectangular 5.3x2.2xO.8 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics Moundville I- Contained Burial 11
Basin Lear and Yellow Shell Mocndvile Ill

Clay Loam Subphase

lb Strip 3 Indeterminate 3.Ix2.2xO.2 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics, Gainesville Sub- Contained Burial 12
Loam Shell phase, possibly

Moundville S
Subphase

17 Strip 3 Small Basin 3.Dx2.0xO.2 Black Silt Loam Ceramics, Lithica Cofferdam- Contained Burial 13
Shell Catfish Bend

Subphase

Id Strip 3 Straight 3.Bx2.3xl.l Dark Brown Silt Ceramics, Lithica, Moundvitle IS-
Cylindrical Loam Shell Moundville ill

Phase

19 Strip 3 Rectangular 4.lxl.YxO.2 Dark Brows Sandy Ceramics, Lithicm, Mississippian Contained Burial ID
Basin Loam Shell

20 Strip 3 Rectangular 4.2x[.2x0.5 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramica, Lithira, Moundville t Contained Burial 14
asin Loam Shell Phaae

21 Strip 3 Indaterminate 1.Sxl.xO. Dark Brows Sandy Ceramics, Lithtca, UmiatmjmmmAi Contained Burial 7

Loam Shell

22 Strip 3 Bctangular 4.4.3.9xl.O Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithica, Gainesville Sub- Contained Burial 21
Basin Lem Mottled with Shell phase. possibly

Yellow Sand Moundville I Phase

- * Unseasurable
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Table 9. Site 1Pi33 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

eaturtr Location Feature Length a FIll Description Contents Cultural Remarks

..uber Category Width u Depth Aff iliation(Pt)

2l Strip I Indeterminate 2.lxlx.iO.l Dark Brown Sandy Lithics Umdaterviind
Loa

24 Strip I IUrge Basin S.4ox.li.4 Dark Brown Silt Ceramics, Lithics, Moundville I- Contained Burial 23
Loam Shell Moundvilie 1i

Subphase

25 Strip I R-ctangular 5.bxl.7xO.4 Dark Brown Silt Ceramics. Lithica, Mississippian Contained Burial 9

Basin Loam Shelf

2h Strip 3 Small Reiatn .8n.B .6 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics, Gainesville Sub-
Loam Shell phase or Hissta-

sippian

27 Strip 3 Tree Root 2.2x2.2x6.O Black Sandy Loam Ceramics, Lithics, Batural
Shell

2d Strip I Indeterminate l.XIl.4Xi.d Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics, Gainesville Sub- Base of oval pit waa stepped,
Loam Shell phase or Hiasim- possible baain setting for

sippian post

29 Strip I Post hole L.5xl.3xs.5 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics Gainesville Sub- Large post hole
Loam phase or Hissim-

nipplen

34) Strip I Small Basin 1.9xl.8xo.9 Dark Brown Silt Ceramics, Lthica, Cofferdas, Contained Burial 22
Loam Shell Catfish Band

Subphase

II Strip 3 Rectangular 5.Lsl.2s0.8 Dark Brown Sandy Daub, Ceramics, Moundville II Contained Burial 24
Basin Loam Lithtcs, Shell Phase

32 Strip 3 Small Sain 2.4x2.lxl.t Dark Brownish- Ceramica, Lithics, Mtisissipplan
Black Sandy Loam Shell

3 Strip 3 Indeterminate 2.xl.9xO,8 Dark Brown Sandy Lithica, Shell UOantartimad Pit had oval, sloping walls
Loam and depression on bottom, possible

basin setting for posts

34 Strip 3 Indeterminate 2.3tl.xl.2 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics, Mississippian Oval orifice, straight to sloping
Loam Shell sides and a rounded stepped bottom

I5 Strip I Rectangular S.lxl.BxO.5 Dark Brown Sandy Daub, Ceramics, Moundviile I- Contained Burial 25
Basin Loam Lithics, Shell Moundvilie it

Subphase

it Strip 3 Rectangular 2.Sxl.3D.2 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics. Missiasippian Contained Burial 2b

Ba. L Loam Shell

17 Strip 3 Sma11 Basin l.7x.SxJ.3 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithica Catfish Bnd
Loam Shell Subphase

is Strip I Pont Hole i.9xl.7l.3 Black Sandy Loam Ceramics, Lithics, Mississippian Large post hole with a stepped

Shell bottom

19 Strip I Corn Cob l.OxO.9o0.7 Black Sandy Loam Ceramics, Llthics Vadetaersmid Similar to Blnford's
Filled Fit "audge pit"

'6 4) Strip 3 Punt Hole 2.lxn.Ixl. Dark Brown to Ceramics, Lithics Gainesville Sub- Large post holewith a stepped
Block Sandy Loam phase or Missis- bottom

stpplan

4) Strip I Rectangular 7.7x3.9x2.i Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics Moundville I Contained Burial 19
Bain Loam Nottled with Subphasae

much orange silt
loam

42 Strip I RectangulAr 8.Bx3.Sxl.5 Lenses of Black Daub, Ceramics, toundille II Contained Burial 15
Basin Sandy Loam mixed Llthics. Shell lubphame

4with Yelilo Sand

41 Strip I Rectangular 8.8x2.Sxl.5 Dark Brown to Daub, Ceramics, Neundnllle I Contained Burial 27
Basin Black Sandy Loam Lithics. Shell Subphase

Mottled with
Yeilow Sand

- -n.~rabl.
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Table 9. Site 1Pi33 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

-5- taure Location Feature Length x Fill Iescription Contents Cultural Remarks

Suner Category Width x Depth Af fii titon
(Pt)

4 Strip 3 Rectangular b.6x.Sxl.2 Dark Brown to Ceramics, Lithies, tloundvill, I- Contained Burial 16

Basin Black Sandy Loam Shell 'kndvLie II
Suhphase

45 Strip 01 Re.tngtlac h.2xl.OnO.7 Black Sandy Loan Ceramics, Lithics, Moundville I Contained Burial 17

Basin Layered Over She II Subph.ae

Orange Silt Loam

Ab Strip I Rectangular h.Qx.Bxl.6 lark Brani Santdy Ceramics, Lithies ISoundl le I Contained Burial lb

Basin Loam Mottled with Shell Suhphae

Orange Silt Loam

S7 Strip S Large Basin 5.3.n.lO.8 Bronih-Blaek Ceramics, Lithics, Gainesville
Sandy Loam Shll Snbphas'

.0 Strip I Rectangular b.SnI.6x5 Dark Drown Sandy Ceramics, Lithicsu 'tundville I Contained Burials 20A, 20B, 20C.

Basin Loam Mottled with Shell suhphase 2011

Orange Silt Loam

49 Strip I Rectangular B.hx.Axl.O Dark Bro n to Ceramics, Lithlcs, Mhundvtlle I Contained b 2rl8ls inS, 28B

basin Black Sandy Loan Shell Suhphase

51) Strip 3 Kectangclar 5.nxn.4xl.6 Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithic, Moundville I Contained Burial ?9

Basin Loam Mottled witk Shell Sohphasp

Orange Silt Loan

5I Strip I Straight 5.hx4.x.l Dark Bron Sandy Ceranics, Lithieu, Gainesetlle

Cylindrical Loam with lenss Shell. Bone, Suhphane

of Ash Charcoal

52 Strip I Rectangul.r h. IxlInl.0 Sellow to Orange Ceramics' Lithlc*, Moundvlle I Conttined Burial il

Basin Silt .oam Mottled Shell Sukphase
wilt l ark Brown

Sandy Loam

ol Strip 3 Small Basin l.0nl.InS.6 lark Brown Sandy Cralcs, Litlics.. Uottimed
Loam She 1ih i'arc I

Sn Strip 3 Large Basin l.5n2.bnb.h Broanlsl-Black Ceramics, Lithics. Moundvlle I Contained burial 31
Sandy Loin Shel I Sukphase

0 strip I R-rttngular .hnl.Mxn.4 Dark Brown Sands Ceramics, Lithic , Ctfish Bend Contained Burial 12
Basin Loam Shell Sotphase

Sc Strip i Re ctangular -,Dln.6hI2 Dark Brown Sandy Ceranics, Lithlcs, Gainesville Sub- Contained Burial 31

Basin loa Shel I phase or lound-
ville Il Sohhase

i7 Strip I Rectangular h.lnI.Iml.l Dark Brown Sandy Daub, Ceramics Moundville I Contained Burial 34

Bastn Loam Mottled with IAthis Shell Phase

Oran~e Slit Loam

SB strip I Small Basin 2.2xl.7x.H Medium to Light Lithtics. ShelI undetemild

Brown Sandy Loan

S9 Strip I Indeterminate I.Bx2.xl.8 Orange Stit Loam Ceramics, L;thics, ond.ille I ContaIned Burial 5. Pit had an
tB tottled ith Dark Shell, Charcoal Sohyhase o.al nrtllre, slightly b, led

Brown Sandy Loam sides and a flat bottom

60 Strip I Rectangular .Ixl.Bxl.D Dark Brown Sandy Ceramics, Lithics Meundille I Contained Burial 1,

basis Loam ottled with Sukbhase

orange Silt Loam

hI Strip I Single Post 14.0nl.2.6.n.5 Dark Brown to Daub, Ceranien. Late See Structore 2 description

SCircular Black Sandy Loan Lithir$, Shell. Misssnipyan

Structure With Heavy Daub Bone, Charcoal

- - Unianurable
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AFigure 53. Site MP33, Burials 28A, 28B, 20A, 20C and
20D. Moundville I Subphase.

Figure 54. Site 1Pi33, Burials 18 and 19. Moundville I
Subphase
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Figure 55. Site 1Pi33, Burial 17. Figure 56. Site 1Pi33, Burial 2.
Moundville I Subphase. Moundville II-Moundville

III Subphase.

OL4

Figure 57. Site 1Pi33, Buri.al 23. Figure 58. Sie1I33, Burial 31.
Moundville I-MounL';ille Meoundvillo T Suhphase.
11 Subphase.
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*Figure 59. Site MP33, Burial 15, Moundville II Subphase,
and Burial 27, Moundville I Subphase.

Figure 60. Site MP33, Burial 35. Figure 61. Site 1Pi33, Burial 29.

Moundville I Subphase. Moundville I Subphase.
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Figure 62. Site 1Pi33, Burial 12.

Gainesville or Mound-
ville I Subphase.

Figure 63. Site 1Pi33, Feature 5.
Fire Cracked Chert Concen-
tration. Cultural Affiliation
Undetermined.
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Figure 65. Site l1i33, Structure 1, Feature 6.
Daub Concentration. Moundville III
Subphase.

Zjf

Figure 66. Site lPi33, Structure 1, Feature 6.
Daub Removed.
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Site 1Pi33 Structure 1, Feature 6, Post Hole Cross Sections

9 10 11 12 13 14 16 16

17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32

33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40

41 42 43 44 46 46 47 48

-KZT J JXY TTJ

49 60 61 62 53 64 55

0 ?

Fet

Figure 67.
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Table 10. Site 1Pi33 Structure 1, Feature 6: Summary Statistics.

Phase: Moundville III Subphase.

Attribute
i A B C D E F G HIJ K L M N 0

Shape:
Round

Oval X X XXX

Rectangular

Summary Statistics: Attribute

I. Max. Length 19.1 ft A. Single Post

2. Max. Width 17.2 ft B. Basin, Interior Single Post

3. Floor Area 254.3 ft2  C. Basin, Interior Single Post,

4. Basin Depth - Wall Trench

5. Structure Orientation - D. Basin, Exterior Post

6. Mean Post Diameter, E. Basin, Wall Trench, Wattle and

Outer tircle 0.59 ft Daub

7. Mean Post Diameter, F. Single Post, Wattle and

Inner Circle 1.1 ft Daub

8. Mean Post Diameter G. Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

9. Mean Post Depth, H. Single Post, Wall Trench,

" Outer Circle 0.56 ft Wattle and Daub

10. Mean Post Depth, I. Hearth/Oven

Inner Circle 1.25 ft J. Intrastructure Feature(s)

11. Mean Post Depth - K. Extrastructure Feature(s)

12. Mean Distance Between Exterior- L. Intrastructure/Extra Struc-

*1 Interior Wall Posts 0.72 ft, ture Features(s)

Interior Posts 1.1 ft M. Intrastructure Partitioning

N. Intrastructure Support

Post(s)

0. Doorway/Portico

* X specifies relevant attributes listed in right hand column.

- - Unmeasurable

87



- Table 11. Site 1Pi33 Structure 2, Feature 61: Summary Statistics.

Phase: Moundville I Subphase.

Attribute

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N 0

Shape:
Round

Oval X X

Rectangular

. Summary Statistics: Attribute

1. Max. Length 13.5 A. Single Post

2. Max. Width 12.8 B. Basin, Interior Single Post

. 3. Floor Area 176.62 ft2  C. Basin, Interior Single Post,

' 4. Basin Depth Wall Trench

5. Structure Orientation D. Basin, Exterior Post

- 6. Mean Post Diameter, E. Basin, Wall Trench, Wattle and

Long Axis Daub

7. Mean Post Diameter F. Single Post, Wattle and

Short Axis Daub

8. Mean Post Diameter 0.55 ft G. Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

9. Mean Post Depth, H. Single Post, Wall Trench,

Long Axis Wattle and Daub

10. Mean Post Depth, I. Hearth/Oven

Short Axis J. Intrastructure Feature(s)

11. Mean Post Depth 0.58 ft K. Extrastructure Feature(s)

12. Mean Distance Between Exterior L. Intrastructure/Extra struc-

Wall Posts 1.28 ft ture Features(s)

M. Intrastructure Partitioning

N. Intrastructure Support

Post(s)

0. Doorway/Portico

* X specifies relevant attributes listed in right hand column.
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Summary statistics and attributes for this structure are listed in
Table 10.

Structure 2, Feature 61

Structure 2, Feature 61, was an oval structure of single post con-
struction (Fig. 52). At least 41 posts supported the outer wall of this
structure. No interior posts were present. The mean post diameter was
0.55 ft (16.8 cm) and the mean post depth was 0.58 ft (17.7 cm). The
posts were somewhat smaller than those of Structure 1. A dense 0.4 ft
(13.0 cm) thick daub concentration approximately the same diameter as the
post pattern was found slightly off center on the south side of the post
pattern. The location of the daub concentration probably indicates the
direction the structure fell when it collapsed.

The floor area of this structure was cross sectioned concurrently
with grading of Recovery Strip 3. No prepared floor could be defined,
probably because it had been destroyed by aboriginal burial pit excava-
tions with no subsequent occupation of the structure. A flat floor area,
indicated by the well defined contact line of daub over Zone B was, how-
ever, defined. Immediately below this daub, Features 48, 49 and 60 con-
tained high status Burials 20A, 20B, 20C, 20D, 28A, 28B, and 36. Ceramic
evidence indicates that these were among the first burials interred in the
planned cemetery during the Moundville I subphase. Summary statistics and
attributes for this structure are listed in Table 11.

INTERNAL SITE COMPOSITION

Stratigraphy

The stratigraphic sequence at Site Pi33 was fairly homogenous
throughout the midden area. The same zones, with some morphological
variation, extended beyond the midden. Four zones were recognized. These
zones are described below and are illustrated in Figure 68.

Zone A. Zone A was a grayish brown sandy loam containing a sparse
amount of crushed mussel shells. It partially conformed to a shallow
plowzone but was formed primarily by alluvial deposition. The plowzone
was not visible in all places and was poorly formed. Within the midden,
Zone A was slightly darker and contained more artifactual debris than Zone
A outside of the midden area. Zone A averaged 0.8 ft (24.4 cm) thick.

Zone B. Within the midden, Zone B was a brownish black sandy loam
containing numerous whole and crushed mussel shells. Artifactual debris
was more dense here than within Zone A. Outside the midden, Zone B graded
into a light brown sand containing almost no mussel shell and few ar-
tifacts. Within the midden, this zone averaged 1.0 ft (30.5 cm) in thick-
ness. Outside the midden, Zone B averaged 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) in thickness.

Zone C. Zone C was a yellowish orange to brownish orange silt loam
extending beneath Zone B within the midden only. Zone C averaged 1.3 ft
(39.6 cm) in thickness.
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Site 1P133
West Profile

Recovery Strip 3
47030 Line Level

53030 Line Level

590R0 Line Level

B 20

Zone A, Grayish Brown Sandy Loam B -Burial

Zone B, Brownish Block Sandy Loam with Mussel Shells F-Feature

Zone C, Yellowish Orange Silt Loam

LiMottled Dark Brown Sandy Loam with Orange Silt Loom

* Dark Brown Sandy Loam

Dl Gray Ash

* Black Sandy Loam 0 _ 2__

SOrange Daub

Figure 68.
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Zone D. Within the midden Zone D was a yellowish orange sandy clay
or sandy loam containing much less clay than Zone C. A dark brown sandy
clay underlying Zone B outside the midden corresponded to this zone. All
strata outside of the midden, however, contained less clay. Within the
midden, Zone D was encountered at a depth of approximately' 3 ft (0.9 m),
but outside the midden, Zone D was encountered at a depth of 1.4 ft (0.4

' m) because Zone C was not present.

Cultural Stratigraphy

Zone A was formed primarily by alluviation. Its development, how-
ever, was supplemented by human activity. In areas with little distur-

L- bance and little cultural activity, shell tempered pottery was concen-

trated within Zone A. All Mississippian houses were either at the base
of, or within, Zone A. Zone B contained primarily Miller III artifacts,
but some Mississippian artifacts were also present. Archaic artifacts
were scattered throughout Zones A and B. Zone B was formed primarily by
human activity but alluviation supplemented its accumulation, especially
outside the midden area. Zone B was the most dense zone and formed a
pronounced midden wherever it was underlain by the silt loam of Zone C.
Within the midden, Zone B contained a large amount of shellfish, pottery,
lithics, animal bone and charcoal. Numerous features also intruded into
Zone C from Zone B. The contrasting soil color and texture of these two
zones made the definitions of features fairly easy. Outside or north of
the midden within Zone B, artifacts were sparse and no features were
found.

Natural Stratigraphy

Zones C and D were composed of varying amounts of sterile silt loam.
These zones were the product of terrace formation and alluviation.

Horizontal Distribution of Components

The designation Site 1Pi33 was assigned by Jenkins et al. (1975) to a
large concentration of midden debris. The known horizontal distribution
of components at Site 1Pi33 are discussed in this section in relation to
the remainder of the river bend sites, Sites IPill, lPil2, lPil3 (Jenkins
et al. 1975) and IPi85 (Jenkins 1978) to examine the land use of the
entire bend and the prehistoric development of Site 1Pi33.

4 Early, Middle, and Late Archaic Periods

Evidence of occupation during the Archaic stage is sparse at Site
Pi33. A single example of a Hardaway var. River Bend was recovered from

the surface.

Archaic occupation at Site 1Pi33 was most pronounced during the Late
Archaic period indicated by the presence of Little Bear Creek var. Little
Bear Creek aad Gary var. Tombigbee projectile points. A Mclntire var.
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K Mclntire projectile point made of Tallahatta quartzite was found in direct

association with a Mississippian burial, probably the result of curate
behavior. It is not known if the projectile point was procured at this
site or some other locality. A single example of a Wade var. Wade pro-

. jectile point was found, indicating that a terminal Archaic occupation was
present.

* No definite patterned Archaic components could be determined. Be-
*cause the lower strata were incompletely sampled, little can be said about

the horizontal distribution of the Archaic components. Further testing at
this locality by the University of Michigan (Peebles 1981) may shed more
light on this matter.

Middle Gulf Formational Period

During the Broken Pumpkin Creek phase of the Middle Gulf Formational

period, occupations within the bend were scattered and brief. Only a few
fiber tempered sherds and projectile points diagnostic of this phase were

* found at Site 1Pi33 this season. Other similar artifacts were found at
Site IPil3 (Jenkins 1975).

Late Gulf Formational Period

The Late Gulf Formational Henson Springs phase occupation was sparse
as were the earlier components. Only one Alexander sherd was recovered
from Site 1P133. One Alexander sherd was recovered from Site IPil2,
directly across the bend (Jenkins 1975).

Late Woodland Period

No significant occupations were determined within the bend before the
Late Vienna subphase of the Miller III phase. At that time the first true

" middens were formed. The most significant or largest midden of the Late
" Vienna subphase was at Site IPil3 (Jenkins 1975). Smaller components also

were found at lPil2 (Jenkins 1975) and at Site lPi33. These middens seem
to have been separate sites. Only a very small amount of artifactual

* debris was scattered between them during this subphase.

Occupation of the river bend continued during the Catfish Bend and
Gainesville subphases. Components of these subphases are virtually con-
fined to the 1Pi33 midden. There is, however, a light scattering of
ceramics from these subphases over much of the bend.

Early, Middle and Late Mississippian Periods

Occupations during the Moundville I and II subphases of the Early and
Middle Mississippian periods are not well documented within the river

* bend. The best documentation for these occupations is the planned ceme-
tery located at Site 1Pi33. This cemetery was first used during the
Moundville I subphase and continued to be used through the Moundville III
subphase. At the time of this writing, no definite habitation area has
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been found for the Moundville I and Moundville II components. By far the

largest component within the bend was during the Late Mississippian Mound-
ville III subphase. Houses and occupational debris were distributed over
all of the bend. The Summerville mound, Site 1Pi85, also may have been
constructed during the Moundville III subphase. For this period the
entire bend can be considered as one large complex site.

SUMMARY

Site Formation Process

Clearly the sites within the bend of the river, an area to -e bi-
sected by the Lubbub Creek Cutoff, represent numerous occupationE :!r a
long period of time. Most of the bend was probably formed dui ' the

1 Pleistocene. However, alluviation continued through the Holocene the
present. There was very little human activity within the bend du the
Archaic or Gulf Formational stages.

The first substantial occupations within the bend were dur-..6 the
Late Vienna subphase of the Late Woodland period. At that time the larg-
est component was at Site IPil3, with smaller components at Sites 1Pi33
and IPil2. These middens were fairly well isolated from one another with
only sparse artifact scatter between them.

Occupation continued during the Catfish Bend and Gainesville sub-
phases. It was during these subphases that most of the midden at Site
1Pi33 accumulated. At this time much of the remaining portion of the bend
was sparsely occupied.

During the Mississippian stage occupation extended over the entire
bend. The major occupation was during the Moundville III subphase. At
this time, houses may have been scattered over much of the bend with Site
1Pi85, Summerville mound, dominating the landscape. During the Moundville
I subphase a planned cemetery was begun in the Miller III midden of Site
1Pi33. This cemetery was used continuously until the Moundville III sub-
phase.

By A.D. 1500 the bend would have appeared as a complex of huts on a

broad plain dominated by Summerville mound which was approximately 11 ft

high. Work conducted by the University of Michigan (Peebles 1981) sug-
gests that there were probably two concentric circular ditches around the
mound. At this time the occupation probably encompassed the entire bend
and covered the earlier Woodland components. This site was most certainly
the major village in the valley proper of the Central Tombigbee region.
Also, at that time, the bend extended at least one mile (1.6 km) further
to the east. The present river channel was formed in the first half of
this century when the river cut through the low area just east of Site
lPil3. The eastern portion of the bend, at maximum elevation 117 ft (35.7
m), was too low for prolonged occupation. A careful reconnaissance of
that area revealed no artifacts.

93



17

Oa TesrUet

4 02500Ft.

F~gur1169.

6 94



CHAPTER VII

SITE 1Pi61

SITE SETTING

Site 11161 lies some 300 ft (91.4 m) in a southerly direction from
the east bank of the Tombigbee River. It is situated on the upper terrace

slightly above flood stage, 25 ft (7.6 m) above the normal river level, at
river mile 308. The legal location of the site is Township 24 North,
Range 2 West, in the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter of Section

21.

Site 1Pi6 is located on the first terrace and is separated from the
Tombigbee River by a meander scar approximately 250 ft (76.2 m) wide. It

is located within the slope forest zone (Caddell 1981).

Site 1Pi61 was first located and described in the summer of 1975
(Jenkins et al. 1975). The site at that time was a dense concentration of
shellfish and artifactual material approximately 200 ft (61.0 m) in dia-

meter.

Excavation revealed that the midden concentration defined as Site
1Pil extended from the terrace edge for 300 ft (91.4 m) in a southerly

direction and approximately 300 ft (91.4 m) tangent to the terrace edge.
The microtopography of the site (Fig. 69) shows that a large, flat area

with a maximum range in elevation of less than 2 ft (0.6 m) existed on
this portion of the terrace. The dense midden at Site 1Pil consisted

primarily of shellfish, ceramics and lithics. The black organically
stained midden included numerous preserved biotic remains other than

shellfish. The greatest midden accumulation was on the highest portion
of the site. A combination of recent land clearing and light plowing
produced a vegetational cover of grasses and weeds (Fig. 70). That por-

tion of the site not recently cleared was in a thick secondary tree growth

of large pines (Fig. 71).

A 1916 soil survey map indicates that the site rests on Cahaba fine
sandy loam (USDA 1917). Although the midden may developed on a fine sandy

loam, the underlying soil was a silt or clay loam. The subsoil on the
site was an orange yellow brown silt which conforms closely to the de-

scription of Bibb silt loam (USDA 1971). Permeability is slow, and the
lower part of the subsoil is waterlogged during the spring and late winter

wet seasons. Soil reaction is strongly acidic and internal drainage is
4 slow.

FIELD METHODS AND RECOVERY TECHNIQUES

Six months were expended excavating Site IPi61. In compliance with
requests from the Mobile District of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and
the University's proposed plan of mitigation, field investigations began
September 16, 1976. Before the site could be reached by land, a road had

to be cut two miles through the woods with a bulldozer. Excavations
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continued until December 23, 1976, at wtk.±Lh time the site was continually
rain soaked and the road to the site could no longer be maintained. The
crew averaged seven people during that time. Excavations resumed again
May 26, 1977 and ended October 4, 1977. Excavations, however, were halted
during one month of this latter period for contract renegotiations.
During the 1977 season the employment of six CETA workers considerably
strengthened the regular four man crew and expedited the excavation of
this site.

Method of Excavation: 1976 Season

Knowledge of Site 1Pi61 as excavations began in September 1976 was
limited to that previously discussed by Jenkins et at. (1975). No con-
trolled testing had been contducted here. In accordance with contract
requirements, the site was first defined through shovel tests and test

*units (Fig. 72). These tests showed that the site encompassed an area of
approximately 70,000 ft square or 1.6 acres (6,475.2 mn square). The area

* of thickest midden accumulation was centered around Unit 500NW500NE,
extending radially some 50 ft (15.2 mn). The midden accumulation gradually

* thinned out toward the site boundaries (Fig. 74).

The site was gridded by using two base lines intersecting at the
approximate center of the site. A large oak tree located on the terrace
edge was designated as a bench mark. The grid was oriented 27 degrees 57
minutes west of magnetic north. Individual square designations were
determined by the grid lines intersecting at the upper right hand corner
of each square facing north-northwest.

Five 10 ft by 10 ft (3.0 m by 3.0 m) squares were excavated at Site
1 Pi61 (Fig. 69). Two were located contiguously in the approximate center

* of the site. One unit was excavated 90 ft (27.4 in) west of the first two
and another unit was excavated 40 ft (12.2 mn) east of the center. A fifth

* unit was excavated 50 ft (15.2 mn) south of the two central units. All
test units were excavated to the base of the midden. Excavation was by
arbitrary 0.5 ft (15.2 cm) levels in all but the control unit. This unit
was excavated in arbitrary 0.2 ft (6.0 cm) levels to recover any micro-
stratigraphy that might be present in this deepest portion of the site.
All soil from the excavation units was first dry screened through one-
quarter inch mesh motor driven power screen and then was water screened
through a one-quarter inch mesh. The large amount of artifacts in the
midden, as well as its texture, made this the most expedient method.

After the excavation and recording of features within the test units,
* profile drawings were made and used to plan mechanical stripping opera-

tions. Profile drawings indicated that the midden extended to an average
depth of 1.0 ft (30.5 cm) in the center of the site, tapering to less than
0.2 ft (6.0 cm) near the site boundaries.

Mechanical stripping operations were then begun. A D-4 bulldozer was
*used to remove the trees from the site (Figs. 71 and 73). The midden was

then stripped from the center toward the edges in straight, parallel rows.
As a burial or other feature was encountered in the midden, an excavation
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team exposed, numbered and recorded it. A transit team followed, and
plotted the feature on a site map and, if feasible, drew and photographed
it. If the feature was a burial, it was excavated and all skeletal ma-
terials were placed in carefully labeled bags. These methods were used
until the majority of the midden had been removed. A road patrol was then
used to remove the remaining overburden and to scrape a clean surface
(Fig. 73). Because of adverse weather, it was necessary to grade the site
on three separate occasions during the first field season. All pit fea-
tures were hand excavated. During the 1976 season, all pit features were
water screened through a one-quarter inch mesh. Soil was watersoaked in a
wheelbarrow for at least 15 minutes to allow it to pass through the
screen. One gallon soil samples for flotation and pollen samples were
saved from all pit features. During the 1977 season, 13 one gallon Sam-
ples of soil from nonburial pit features that had no discernable intru-
sions were also water screened through the one-sixteenth inch mesh. These
samples were used to supplement floral remains from the flotation samples
and the faunal remains from the larger one-quarter inch mesh water
screened samples.

Four semi sub te rranean structures were found on the site (Figs.
104-115). Two of these structures were located adjacent to each other
near the southwestern portion of the site. The other two somewhat smaller
structures were located near the northeastern portion of the site. Exca-
vation procedures involved the establishment of fine horizontal prove-
nience units within the structure limits to detect any specialized acti-
vity areas within the structures. This strategy resulted in the following
field procedures: (1) determination of the structure limits, (2) gridding
the horizontal provenience units, and (3) excavation of structure basin

*fills to sterile subsoil. The structure basin fills were removed in
single vertical units because the maximum depth of any basin fill was 0.4
ft (13.0 cm). The mean for all basin fills was 0.2 ft (6.0 cm). All fea-
tures and post holes exposed by basin fill removal were excavated and
recorded using standard procedures. In addition, basin fills and internal
feature fills were water screened through both one-quarter inch and one-
sixteenth inch mesh. Soil samples, as well as pollen samples, were col-
lected from each structure.

* Method of Excavation: 1977 Season

At the beginning of the second field season at Site 1Pi6l the entire
site was graded again with a road patrol. The two test units previously
left intact from the first field season were removed. At the time of
regrading, it was not anticipated that any substantial number of subsur-

*face features would be present. However, features equal in quantity to
those exposed by the first season's gradings, including a large number of

* post holes, were uncovered because the final grading was 0.2 ft (6.0 cm)
deeper than previous gradings. The last remnants of midden were removed,
completely exposing the bright orange subsoil that contrasted sharply with
the dark shell-filled features. The site was sectioned into 50 ft (15.2

* m) square units using the original base lines as reference markers. Each
50 ft (15.2 mn) unit was shovel shaved, all features except post holes were
excavated, and features were mapped. Features were excavated in the same
manner as the 1976 season. This method insured that the entire area
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exposed by mechanical stripping operations would be systematically exca-
vated. This area amounted to some 60,000 ft square (5,576.2 m square).

After most of the 50 ft (15.2 m) units had been treated in this
manner, an open sight alidade was positioned on a plane table in the ap-
proximate center of each unit. Using the four corner stakes of each unit
as reference markers, the post holes were mapped, assigned consecutive
numbers and tagged. After all post holes had been mapped and surface
discolorations measured, a ten percent sample drawn from a table of random
numbers and stratified by post hole size was selected to be cross sec-
tioned and excavated. In this manner a stratified random sample was
obtained from the universe of over 2,000 post holes.

All post holes, burials and other features were recorded on the
appropriate forms during both field seasons. In addition, field photo-
graphs were taken of most features. Plan and cross section drawings were
made of each pit feature. All burials (except portions of those hit by
machinery) were carefully exposed, drawn and photographed.

Burials were usually given feature as well as burial numbers. The
burial number referred to the human skeleton and direct associations. The
feature number referred to the pit and the indirect associations or the
material in the pit fill. Burials without well defined pits were not
assigned feature numbers. Usually these were midden burials whose pits
did not penetrate the subsoil or burials whose pits had been destroyed by
grading activities.

FEATURES

A total of 2,464 features was recognized at Site lPi6l. These fea-
tures include the following categories: 2,218 post holes, 5 structures, I
corn cob filled pit, 1 fired clay concentration, 3 sherd concentrations, 3
tree roots and 233 pits. Post holes were not analyzed because of limited
time and money.

Horizontal distribution of features by cultural affiliation is shown
in Table 12. Feature category, location, measurements, contents, cultural

.4 affiliation and general remarks are presented in an index format in
Table 13.

Selected feature cross sections and other illustrations are presented
for the various components in Figures 75 through 80. A representative
sample of pit features associated with the Late Miller II Turkey Paw
subphase occupation of the site is shown in Figures 81 through 84. A
sample of Early Miller III Vienna subphase facilities is illustrated in
Figures 85 through 90. Finally, a sample of Late and terminal Miller III
Catfish Bend and Gainesville subphase burials is shown in Figures 91
through 103.

At least four distinct cemetery areas were located on the site. Two
of these belonged to the Catfish Bend subphase and two to the terminal
Miller III Gainesville subphase. Burials from the cemeteries are il-
lustrated along with other features.
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F.

Table 13. Site 1Pi61 Feature Tabulation.

Feature Location Feature Length Pill Descrlptlon Content Cultural Remarks
Number Category Width a Depth Affiltution

(Pt)

I 5hSIUNLONE Corn Cob l.lxI.OXO.l5 Sparse Mussel Shell, Pottery, Charred Corn Gainesville Sub- See Caddell (Vot. 4)

Level I Filled Pit Black Charcoal Cobs, Mussel Shell phase or Mound-

I 5IONWSLONE Amorphous 4.1x2.9xO.8 Orange Clay Mussel Shell, Miller bll Intruded into profile

Level 2 Pottery, Lithics Phase

j SOONW43ONE Small Basin l.4xl.4xO.2 Tightly Compacted Pottery, Mussel Shell Catfish Bend

Level 2 Shell mixed with Subphase
Gray Ash & Dark
Brown Silt Loam

4 5OOBW43ONE Tree Tap Root 1.65xl.45x2.2 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. LithLcs, Catfish Bend Appeared similar to a

Level 2 Loam. Sparse Mussel Shell, Bone, Subphase? large conical post hole
Musel Shell Charcoal

5 SOB 43SNE Straight 2.9x.9xl.25 Numerous Mussel Pottery, Lithics, Undetermimd Ceramics lost

Level Z Cylindrical Shell mixed with Mussel Shell, Bone.
Dark Brown Silt Loam Charcoal

b 5UONW51ONE Large Basin 4.l.3.7x.2 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Ltthics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial I

Level 2 Loam, Numerous Mussel Shall, Bone Subphsse
Mussel Shell

I 50OBWSION E Large Basin 4.Ws3.9.l.4 Brownish-Black Silt Pottery. Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burial 2
Level 2 Loam, Numerous Mussel Shell, Bone Subphase

Mussel Shell

O8 50ONWS1ONE Small Basin 1.9m -0O.15 Dark Brown Pottery, Mussel Catfish Bend Intruded into profile
Level 3 Silt Loam, Sparse Shell Subphase

Mussel Shell

9 SOOSISlOBE Smail Basin -xs.Z5xO.25 GrayIsh-Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics. Catfish Bend
Level 3 Loss, Sparse Mussel Shell Subphase

Mussel Shell

IS 5ONWSIONE Large Basin 3.15x -xO.b5 Dark BroTn Silt Pottery. Lithics. Catftish Bend
Level 3 Loam Sparse Mussel Mussel Shell Subphase

Shell

it 500W5SIONE Small Basin l.bsl.35.m.2 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Llthics. Miller IIl
Level 3 Loam, Sparse Mussel Mussel Shell, Phase

Shell Charcoal

12 SISB0SIONE Amorphous 2.lxl.O5x2.2 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery. Mussel Catfish Bend Contained Burial 37

Level 7 Shell, Charcoal Subphase

13 440NW390NE Sherd 0.85xO.85xO.4 Dark Brown Silt Pottery Miller II1 Phase Partial vessel of Withers
Concentration Loam, Sparse Mussel Fabric Marked var. Gaines-

Shell ville in a shallow pit.
Disturbed by grading

14 540NW5OOR Straight 2.05xl.Vx.3 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Cyllndrical Numerous Mussel Mussel Shell. Bone, Subphase

Shell Charcoal

15 55OBBJSIBON Contracting 3.Os.95sx3.70 3 Strata (lI)Shell Pottery, Lithcs, Turkey Paw
Cylindrical and Black Loss, Mussel Shell, Bone, Subphase

(2)Pired Clay frag- Charcoal
ments and Charcoal,
(3)Dark Brown Silt
Loam. Shell, Charcoal

16 hOSWSU2OME Shallow Basin 2.hxl.9xO.l5 Dark Brown Silt Lithlcs. Charcoal, Catfish Bend Concentration of sandstone

Hearth Loa, Numerous Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase and chalk

Mu.sel Shell

*.17 45OIW450NR Structure I l5.3ll.3s5.2 Black Silt Loam Pottery. Llthics, Gainesville See structure description
Numerous Mussel Bone, Charcoal. Subphae
Shell Mussel Shell

17A Inside Sm11 Basin 2.hbx2.bSxO.5 Light Brown Silt Pottery, Lithlcs, Probably Late Probably predates the

Structure I Loam, Numerous Bone, Mussel Shell Vienna Subphase structure
Mussel Shell

SB e Inside Shellow Basin 2.65x1.75xO.35 Alternating Thin Pottery. Lithics Gainesville One of two central hearths
Structure I Mesrth Lenses of Grey Ash Subphase

and Burned Orange
Clay

.- Imamurabls

102



Table 13. Site M~61 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Feature Loctiun Feature Length a Pill Deacriptioa Content Cu.ltural havarks
Nu..eer Category Width .Depth Affilistios

(Pt)

17C Insid Shalo Basin l.dxL.lsO.45 Light Brown Silt Mu.ssel Shell Gainesville Two poet holes had been
.trutur L Hearth Loan w/.pase %ubpheee duet through the bae

Mussel Shell

17 Inside Sherd Pottery Gaineenilllo Twn clusters of Miasisslp-
Structure I Concentrations Subphase pies Plain lying op floor

of structure

I8 54UNW49lOhE Straight 2.9s2.85sl.h Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics. Early Visnna Coecentrctioe of fired
Cylindrical Las w/Koderate Mussel Shell, Fired luhphaae clay sad chalk escoustersd

Shell Clay. Charcoal at base

19 52lHNd5Lli2H Large gaslin 5.2x5. lsO.40 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics. Cofferdaj- Only 50 percent aecevated
Loss, Numerous Mussel Sholl Catfish Bend
mutual Shell Suhphaso

2U 56UNW46ONli Large Basin 6.O5x6.GnO.75 Dark Brown lilt Loan Pottery. Lithice. Catfish Bend Sitting Burial 28 situated
Packed with Musual eons:; Chsrcoai. Suhphase over horned ar"esad thre
Shell M..nee Shell Pest holes

21 50ONW61GNE Large Basin 4.4x3.hnl.05 Dark Black lilt Loss Pottery. Lithics. Turkey Pow Tree tap root through
Sparse Mussel Shell Muasel Shell, Subphse bottom of pit

Charcoal

22 51GN5d9ONE Straight 3.l1xS.7x1.55 Dark Brown Silt Loae Pottery, Lithics. Late Vienna Sub-
Cylindrical Packed with Bone. Charcoal, phase. poesibly

Mussel Shell Muasel Shell Catfish Beed Sub-
phase

23 Not Mapped Sna 1l Basin 3.3x3.1.1.4 Dark Brown Sandy Pottery. Lithice, Turkey Paw
Loan Packed with Bon. Shell, Suhphas.
Mu.. el Shell Charcoal

24. 500HNW57ONE Large Basin 3.33x.lxl.h Brow Silt Loas Pottery. Lithlcs Undetarmined Tres tsp root through
bottom of pit. Ceramica
lost

25 570NWOUNEi Straight 4.05n3.lsZ.l Dark Brown to Black Pottery. Llthica. Late Vienna
Cylindrical lilt Loes Pack~ed w/ Bone. Charcoal. Subphase

Muasel Shall. Mussel Shell
Several Ash Pockets

26 'bOW53ONK Contracting 3.2x2.8sI.2 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery, Lithice. Early Vietna Lana of charcoal at hamse
Cylindrical Sparmse Mussel Shell Bone, Charcoal. Slhphaee of pit

Musel Shell

21 SOONWhl1UNt Bell 4.2s3.8sS.2 Dark brown Bandy Pottery. Lithics. *rurkey Paw
Loam. Moderate Bone, Charcoal, Suhphaee

28 56ONW54hSNE Structure 2 9.5nH.GnO.3 Black Sit Loss Pottery. Lithic@. Gainseville See struture description
Numerous Mussel Bone Charcoal Suhphase
Shell Mussel1 Shell

29 43UNWd41SNE Structure 3 l3xl~xS.25 Dark Brown Silt Loas Pottery. Lithics. Gainesville Bee structure description
Muse rout Mussel Bon, Charcoal. Ash, Suhphase
Shell Mussel Shell

29A Inside Straight 3.0x2.85sl.2 Dark Brw tit Loam Pottery. Lithics. Late Vienna Predates structure
Stocor 3Clnrcal Motld rnge Bn.Chrol SbhStutr . r otdw rne B .Caca, Sbhs

Sandy Loa., Huor- Mussel Shell
us Masel Shell

21B Inside Large Basin 3.ha3.3n0.5 Dark Brown 1115 Pottery, Lithire. Gainesville Associated with structure.
Sitru ctor 3 Loae. Numerous Bone. Charcoal. Suhphaee Contined Borial 45

Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

29C Inside Snail Basin 2.2x2.lnl.l lark Brown Silt Loam Pottery Gainesville Depression at SW corner
Itnur 3 Subphase of structure

291) Inside Shallow Basin 1.3K1.9x1.3 lark Brow Silt Loss Ho Artifacts Gainesville Ona of two central hearths
S trocture 3 Heasrth Mottled w/Gray Ash Suhyhaae

21E Inside Shallow Basin l.25s0.V9sO.25 Dark Brown lilt Loam No Artifacts Gainesville One of two central hearths
S trucet ure 3 Hearth Mottled u/Gray Ash Subphse

30 '.8IHW5hSNS: R-.tsngular 5.25x3.25x1.2 Dark Brown to Black Pottery. Lithics. Late Sienna Lena of sell snail shell
Bootin Silt Loams. Moderate Bone,Mussel Shell Suhphsse 0.1 ft thick. 0.2 ft above

Mussel Shell hase of pit

-.ineasurahie
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Table 13. Site 1Pi6l Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Feature Location Feature Length x FiLl Description Content Cultural Remark.
"" Caer Category Width . Depth Affiliation

(Pt)

31 540NW52ONE Large Basin 6.Un4.9nO.9 Black Silt Loam Pottery. Lichics, Late Vienna Large burned area 6.0 ft
Mottled. w/Orange Bone, Charcoal. Subphase in diameter on eant .ide
Clay, Hoderate Mussel Shell of pit
Mnsel Shell

32A 57UfW540NE Large Basin 
7
.4x4.8xO.9 Dark grown Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna Intruded by Feature 32B.

Mottled w/Yellow Bone, Shell Subpha.e orange burned area in

Clay center of pit

328 570NW54ONE Rectangular 7.5x3.8xl.7 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bnd Intruded into Feature 32A
Basin Charcoal Suhphase

33 490NW54ONE Large Basin 3.lxl.95xO.35 Black Silt Loam, Pottery. Lthlcs, Late Vienna
Concentration of Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase
Mosse: Shell at
center

. 34 50ONW153NE Rectangular 
7
.05x2.gxO.30 Dark Brown to Black Pottery. Lithics, Gainesville or Shell tempered sherd could

Basin Silt Loam. Much Bone. Mussel Shell possibly Late be accidental intrusion
Mussel Shell Vienna Subphase

i 5 5ONW530Ni Small Basin 3.W2.85.0.7 Dark Brows Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend or
Loan. Numerous Bone, Charcoal. possibly Early

Mussel Shell Munsel Shell Vienna Subph.e.

36 480NW54ON Large Basin 3.7x3.15x.4 Black Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Packed w/Mussel Bone. Charcoal Subphase
Shell M-net Shell

37 540NW44ONF Small Basin 3.2x2.BxO.6 Black Silt Lc= Pottery, Lithics. Late Vienna
Packed /Mussel Bone. Charcoal, Sobphase
Shell Mussel Shell

38 55ONW410NE Indeterminate 6.55xb.20xl.25 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics. Gainesville Double basin - small basin

4.003.lxO.6 Mottled w/Orange Bone. Charcoal. Subphase contained Burial 34, dug
Clay and packed w/ Mussel Shell into central base of
Mussel Shell larger basin

39 550NW420NE Large Basin 5.3a4.4xl.05 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery. Lithics. Catfish Bend Contained Burial 33
Mottled v/Orauge Bone, Charcoal, Subphase
Clay, Packed w/ Massel Shell
M=.sze' Shell

40 53OMW450E Straight 3.5x3.lln2.2 3 &one: (1)Decme Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 32
Cylindrical Mussel Shell k Black Bone. Charcoal, Sobphase

Silt Loam.(2)Sparse Mussel Shell

Mussel Shell & Black
S'it Loac,(])Yella
Clay Mottled a/Brown
Silt Loam

4 l 55OW144ONE Large Basin 3.1.3.8.l.5 Brown SlIt Loam. Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend Base of first basin
and Intrusive -4.Oxo.9 Burned Clay and Bone. Charcoal, Subphaae burned. Second basin con-
Large Basin Charcoal Mussel 'helt tained Burial 35

42 520NW1430NL Sm l Basin L.4xi.25xO.4 Charred Nuts Pottery, Ltthics, Miller Ill Nutting stone on edge
Charcoal Phase of pit

4j 54ONW0460E Small Basin 2.65.2.65n0.4 Black Silt La. Pottery, Lithica, Catfish Bend
Numerous Mussel Bone, Mussel Shell subphase
Shell

44 510NW42OE Rectangular 4.65x3.2xO.7 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics. Catfish Bend
Basin Loam. Numerous Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase

Mussel Shell

5 47OWI400HE Indeterminate 5.4x2.bxl.2 Packed /Musse Pottery. Ltthics. Catfish Bend feature was a ama1l hasin
Shell. Small Bone. Mussel Shell Subphase shaped pit with half
Amount of Dark Soil basins tangent on opposite

sides

46 55N1 Bell 2.Sx2.S40.0 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithice. Early Vienna, Two intrusive post holes
Loam, with Moderate Bone. Mussel Shell possibly Gaines- may account for shell
Mucmel Shell villa Subphace tempered pottery

47 SIOW5IONE Small Basin 3.3. -l.8 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend
Mottled a/Orange Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase
Clay, Moderate
Mussel Shell
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Table 13. Site lPi6l Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Feature Location Feature Length x Pill Description Content Cultural Remarks
Number Category Width x Depth Affiliation

(Pt)

" 46 5LONWSINUE Rectangular 6.3x4.3xl.O Orange Clay Mottled Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend

Basin v/Dark Brown Silt Mussel Sheii, Subphsse
Loam. Sparse Mussel Charcoal
Shell

49 51ONW51ONE Snail Basin 2.85x2.35xO.7 Orange Clay Mottled PotieLy, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 3
w/Dark Brown Silt Mussel Shell Subphase
Loam. Moderate
Mussel Shell

50 57UNW45UNE Large Basin 3.65x3.3xO. Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna

Stained Black in Bone, Charcoal, Subphase

Places by Charcoal. Mussel Shell
Pit walls burned.

51 55ONW47ONE Large Basin 4.7x3.3xO.5 Dark Black Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics Catfish Bend
to Dark Brown toward Possibly Late
edge of pit Vienna Subphsae

52 57UNW450IE Snail Basin 2.85x2.4OxO.9 2 zones (l)Orange Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 36
Clay Loss Mottled w/ Mussel Shell Possibly Late
Light Brown Silt Vienna Subphaso

Loa 0.0-0.4 ft
(2)Dark Brown with
Mussel Shell

53 550NW470NL Small Basin 2.0al.SxO.5 Dark Brown Silt Loa Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna Contained Burial 38
Sparse Mussel Shell Mussel Shell Subphsse

54 520NW410NE Large Basin 6.2x4.4xl.5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Loam, Numerous Bone, Chercoal, Subphsse
Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

55 51UNW41ONE bell 2.75x2.9x2.8 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bead

Numerous Mussel Bone, Charcoal, Subphase
Shell Mussel Shell

5b 530NW4bONE Rectangular 4.4x2.ZxO.3 Black Silt Los, Pottery, Lithics, Cofferdam or Tree tap root intruded
Basin Moderate Mussel Mussel Shell Catfish Bend mouth and

Shell Subphase

57 520NW470NE Large Basin 3.6x3.bxO.55 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend
Packed w/Mussel Bone, Charcoal, Subphase
Shell Mussel Shell

58 520NW48ONE Straight 2.4x2.3x1.8 Dark Slit Loam in Pottery, Lithics, Turkey Paw or Burned area 1.3 ft in
Cylindrical Upper Portion of Bone, Mussel Shell Early Vienna diameter on NW side of

Pit to a Gray Silt Subphase pit. Sides slightly
in lower, Sparse contracting
Mussel Shell

59 56UNW450NE Rectangular 3.5x2.2xO.35 Black Silt Loam, Lithica, Mussel Undetermined No ceramics present
Basin Moderate Mussel Shell, Charcoal

Shell

6- 53ONb44ONE Rectangular 2.5'xl.60.4 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Cofferdam or Long axis intruded by
Basin Loam, Moderate Bone, Mussel Shell Catfish Bend Peature 61

Amount of Mussel
Shell

h i 520NW44ONE Small Basin 4.33x2.55ax.55 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Llthics, Early Vienna Pseture had an irregular
Loam, Numerous Bone, Charcoal, Subphese projection on north and
Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

62 5ONW47ON Flaring 4.8x4.55xl.35 Dark Brow Silt Pottery, Lithlcs, Late Vienna
Cylindrical Loam, Numerous Bone, Charcoal, Subphase

Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

hJ 5bONW54UNE Rectangular b.05x3.45x.i5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna Located at south end of
Basin Loam, Numerous Bone. Charcoal Subphase Structure 2

tossel Shell Mussel Shell

64 5bONW44ONE Smal dasln 2.8x2.SxO.45 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Loam, Sparse Bone, Charcoal, Subphase
Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

65 5SUNW53UNE Large Basin 4.453.8xO.9 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics. Late Vienna
Loam, Numerous Bone, Charcoal Subphase
Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

- - Unmeasurable
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. Table 13. Site lPi61 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

*Fat ure Loca.t ion Feature Length u Filit Description Content Cultural bearks
Number Categury Width x Depth Affilation

(Ft)

bh 5bNW&ZUNE Straight 3.9x3.9x2.l Black Silt Loam, Pottery. Lithics, Early Vienna
Cylindrical Moderate Mussel Bone, Charcoal, Subphase

Shell Mussel Shell

h0 54~dWSUONE Large Basin 4.4x3.4n0.55 Dark Brow Sand Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained burial 39
Mottled u/Orange Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase
Clay. Few Mussel
Shell

08 540lt53U Sall Basin 1.95xl.bxO.3 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend
Loam, Numerous Bone, Charcoal, Subphame
Mus el Shell Mussel Shell

u9 ,LUW47ONE Contracting 4.2x.3x3.3 3 zones (Ilack Pottery, Lithics, Turkey Paw Contained dog burial
Cylindri-,l Silt Loam v/ lone, Charcoal, Subphase

moderate Mussel Mussel Shell

SheMl, (Z)Burned
and unburned Mussel
Shell,(3)Dark Brows
l ilt Los.

.U 7 SSBUWbUNE Small Basin 3.ix2.3xO.25 Dark grown Silt Pottery, Lithirs, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 40
Loam, Moderate lone, Mussel Shell Subphase
Mussel Shell

71 55UNW53NL Sml1 Basli 2.LX2.05xO.5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Loam, Moderate lone, Charcoal, Subphaae
Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

-72 5UNIW53UE Small Basin 2.Oz2.05xO.5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend
Loam, Moderate lone, Charcoal, Subphase
Amount of Mussel Mussel Sheli
Shell

*73 7UW48,4 Large Basin 4.0x3.6sO.3S Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithlcs, Catfish lend
Loam, Moderate Bone, Charcoal, 9ubphse

Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

7. 5310455ONE Indeterminate 4.95xo.35x4.35 4 Alternating Zones Pottery, Lithtce. Catfish Bead or Similar to s bell shaped
of Dark Brow, Silt lone, Mussel Shell possibly Late pit except only SE side
Losm and Mussel Vienna Subphase bells out
Shell. Lowet or
Fifth Zone Mottled
White snd Yello Sand
v/St tlon Bands

is /U W88ONE Small Basin Z.lxZ.OxO.S Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Llthics. Catfish Bend
Lona, Sparse Mussel Mussel Shell, Subphase
ShelI Charcoal

76 BOSNSUNF. Largr Basin 4.25x3.9xl.l Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Mottled v/Orange Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase

Clay, Moderate

Mussel Shell

77 SbUNW53UNE S.sl1 Basin 3.4x2.4nO.55 2 Zones (MlOrange Pottery, Lithics, 1ate VItmen
Clay mixed v/Ash Bone, Charcoal, Subphase

and Burned Shell, Mussel Shell
(2)Dark Brown Silt
Loam v/Much Charcoal

4 Sparse Burned Shell

78 4bONW48UN Largo BasLn 3.3x.15xO.55 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Ltthics, Late Vienna Contained Burial 41
Loam, Moderate Mussel Shell Subphase
Mussel Shell

S79 5OfBNWSJONE Straight l.0x2.85xl.S Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville North pit vIl altered
Cylindrical Losm, 0.2 ft thick Mussel Shell Subphase by Feature B3

Lea ne fMusel
Shell at base of pit

d. 0 t)N57UNE Fired Clay 2.S.2.2.O.2 Dark Brown Sand coy- Ceramics, Fired Clay Turkey Paw Beet of and tangent to
Conceitratton eing Concentration Subphase Feature 85

of Fired Clay Frag-

mests. No Shell or
Charcoa l

- nseanuroble
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Table 13. Site 1Pi61 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Feature Location Feature Length a Fill Description Content Cultural Remarks
-. Number Category Width Depth Affiliation

%" (Ft)

81 ,IONiW47BNI. Small Basin l.7x1.ksO.5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Miller IlI Phase

Loam, Sparse Mussel Mossel Shell
Shell

82 54ONS5ONE ecttngu.lar 3.O+x2.lxO.9 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Gainesvilie Length 4,f long ads could
Basin Loam, Sparse Mussel Mussel Shell Suhphase not he determined. Fea-

Shell ture 14 Intruded oth side

83 56MW5SONE Tree Tap Root l.3xl.3x ? Black, Large pieces Pottery, Lithics, Ceramics not Intruded north pit wall of
of Charcoal Charcoal,Mussel Shell Analyzed Feature 79

Bh SIIINAS7NL Bowl 2.3o2.3s1.7 S Zones of Alter- Pottery, Lithlrs, Turke-y Pae
sating Shell Bone, Charcoal, Subphaue
w/Dark Brown & Mussel Shell
BII-k Slt Loam

85 460NW1OE Bell 2.9x2.8x3.1 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Turkey Paw Peature 80, a fired clay
Loam, Sparse Mussel Bone, Charcoal, Subphase concentration is tangent
Shell Mussel Shell on east side

8h 54UNW55UNE Large Basin 3.lSx3.2xL.i Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Loa, Much Mussel Bone, Charcoal, Subphase
Shell Mussel Shell

87 4ONW5BONi Bul l.15sx2.15xl.3 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Sparse Mussel Shell Bone, Charcoal, Subphase

SMussel Shell

66 5ONW46ONE Large Basin 3.2xo.OxO.4 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Lean, Moderate Bone. Mussel Shell Subphase
Mussel Shell

89 450NW480NE Small Basin 2.8x2.95u0.6 Dark Brown Slilt Pottery, Lithies, Catfish Bend
Loan, Muth Mussel Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase
Shell

9 450NW 9ONE Largr Basin 3.25x3.lSxO.7 Medium Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend
Lom, Much Bone, Mussel Shell Subphoue
Mussel Shell

91 37UNW43ONE Large Basin 4.Bs4.hsl.lS Dark Brown to Black Pottery, Lithirs, Catfish Bend
Silt Loan Packed w/ Bone, Charcoal, possibly Late

Mussel Shell Mussel Shell Vienna Subphase

" 2 53NWbONE Structure 4 lS.2x7.3xO.4 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithlns, Catfish Bend or See structure description
Loan, u/Numerous Bone, Mussel Shell Gainesvitle
Mussel Shell Suhphase

92A Inside Shallow Basin l.Isl.0O.45 Ash and Charcoal Pottery Gainesville Off center hearth
Structure Hearth Subphase

95 4BONW40ONE Bell 5.4x4.85x4.9 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Llthics, Cofferdam or Orange clay lens appears
Plentiful Mussel Bone, Charcoal, CatfIsh Bend to be the resuIt of the
Shell. Lens of Mussel Shell Subphase partial collapse ,f the
Orange Clay 3.0 ft pit collar

below orifice

94 4450hW5)ONE Rectangular 5.85x3.95xO.7 Dark Brow Silt Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burials 42,
Basin Loam, Moderate Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase 41 and 44SMussel Shell

95 46NWh4ONE Large Basin 8.bx6.4xl.i 3 Znes ([)Dark Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna Originally ossigoed so

Brown Slt Loam w/ Bone, Charcoal, Suhphase Strut tre , cera.mics

Nunercus Mussel Mussel Shell indlcate, it is earlier
Shell,(2)Orange
Clay Mottled W
Brown Silt Loam,
(3)Brown Silt Loam
w/Cray Ash

96 540NW59SNE Small Basin l.ixl.nxO.5 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery Late Vienna Tangent to, W corner cf
Suhphase Structure 4

97 42S)NW38ONE Indeterminate 7.4x.lsx.8 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Irregular rectangular
Packed u/Mumsel Bone, Musel Shell Sohphase basin which may ho part
Shell of the cutracr to

Structure S

- - Unmeasurable
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"eitur L.at ion Feature Length X Fill Description Content Cultural Remarks
u er Category Width x Septh Affiliation

(Ft)

an 42UNW39UNE Structure 5 17.6xlO.6O.S Black Silt Loam Pottery, Llthics, Catfish Bend Oval seisubterranean
Packed w/Mussel Bone, Charcoal, Subphase structure. Contained
Shell Mussel Shell Burials 46 and 47

99 4 W4 80 NL Small Basin -xl.95xO.45 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Llthics, Catfish Bend Long axis could not be
Loam, Plentiful Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase determined, the east side
Mussel Shell was intruded by Feature 102

t 1oo 45UNW43UNE Rectangular 3.45xl.VxO.6 Dark Brown to Black Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burial 49
Sasin Silt Loam, Much Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase

Mussel Shell

i0 1 S 410NW45UNE Large Basin 5.75.OxO.55 Dark Brown to Black Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Contained Buritl 48
Silt Loam, Much Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase

Musel Shell

1U12 44SNWSSNO1 Smal Basin -.2.7.0.5 Dark Brown Silt Loam Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend
Packed w/Mussel Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase
Shell

li 40hW1kONE Rectangular 3.10xl.75xO.4 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burial 50
Basin Sparse Mussel Shell Mussel Shell Subphase

t14 40ONW44ONE Bowl 1.8xl.hSxO.9 Dark Brown Slit Loam Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Packed w/Mussel Mussel Shell, Subpahse
Shell Charcoal

i0S 44UNW44N Large Basin 3.2x2.xO.85 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend
Loam, Sparse Bore, Charcoal, Subphase

Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

-Uh 430NW4 ONE Straight l.35Sxl.2O.97 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Llthics, Catfish Bend Edges were fired orange,
Cylindrical Loam, Some Ash Bone, Charcoal, Subphase a possible post hole

Ash h Mussel Mussel Shell
Shell

1)0 44UNW43UNE Small Basin 2.7.2.hO0.7 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Miller Il1 Contents mixed with
Sparse Mussel Shell Bone, Mussel Shell Phase Feature 110

*' 5 5S 14ON5 Small Basin 2.55x2.SOxO.h Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville
Numerous Mussel Bone, Mussel Shell Subphsse
Shell

10-.Sh 43UhWSNc Large Basin 3.55x2.BOxl.lU Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Llthics, Gainesville
"Numerous Mussel Bone, Mussel Shell Subphsae
Shell

Ito 44UNWIONE Small 4auln 2.Zxl.bxO,4 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics, Miller Ill Contents mixed with
Loam, Moderate Bone, Mussel Shell Phase Feature 107
Mussel Shell

Ill 4lON44tNE Large Basin 3.95x2.S0sI.8 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burial 51

Loam Bottled si Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase
Orange Clay
Moderate Mussel

Shell

IIl 495UNW711 Snal1 Basin 2.5x2.30O.35 Dark Brown Loam Pottery, Lithlcs, Late Vienna
Mottled w/Orange Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase
O Cly. Sparse
Mussel Shell

1l3 42ONWdhoE Small Basin 2.BSx2.15xO.45 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend

Loam Bottled w/ Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase

Orange Clay. Sparse

Mussel Shell

H I 4 uhINh3B:NE Rectangular -Xl.55xO.55 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend The long axis could not be
Bastn Sparse Mussel Shell Mussel Shell Subphase determined, intruded on

east side by Feature 116

NWII1 1UWilUNE Large Basin 1.h5xl.35xO.Z5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Ltthics, Catfish Rend Contained Burial 52
Loam, Sparse Mussel Shell Subphase
Mussel Shell

1!n 4ONB5J8UNk 1rge a-in . J.0.O.55 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend
Sparse Mussel Shell Mussel Shell, Chsrcoal Subphase

- -'nseasrahle
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Feature Location Feature Length a Fill Iloriptlon Content Cultural Remark,
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117 520NW42ONE Rectangular 6.45s4.OxO.6 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Early Vienna Contained Burial 53
Basin Loam Mottled w/ Bone, mussel Shell Subphase

Orange Clay

118 40ONW34UNE Large Basin 2.4x2.l..2 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Llthlcs, Catfish Bend
loam, Moderate Mussel Shell Subphase

Mussel Shell

119 4lONW8UONE Large Basin 4.0s3.2s0.45 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Llthics, Catfish1 Bend Contained Burial 54
Loam, Moderate Mussel Shell Suhphaue
Musnel Shell

120 51ONW455NE Large Basin 4.9x4.550s.85 Grayish Brown Silt Pottery, LLthics, Late Vienna Charcoal

Loam Mottled w/ Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase
Orange Clay.
Sparse Mussel

Shell

III SSONSWAONE Small Basin 2.sdxl.95xO.4 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithlcs, Catfish Bend Post hole in bottom

Loam, Sparse Mussel Shell Suhphase of pit
Mussek Shell

122 5sONF.B7INE Large Basin 4.DSmS.21.5 Black Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Early Vienna

Packed w/Dense lone, Charcoal Subphase
Muset Shell Mussel Shell

ll 54ONW45UNE. Small Basln 3.-52.S450.75 Dark Bron to Black Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 55
Silt Loam Mottled None, Mussel Shell Suhphane
w/Orange Clay

124 5hONW4ZUNE Rectangular 5.5x3.30O.75 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Galnesvllle Two post holes in bottom
Basin Loam Mottled w/ Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase of pit. Contained Burial 56

Orange Clay,
Packed ./Mauel
Shell

L25 55ONW47ONE Snal Basin 2.4x2.2xO.h Gray Ash Mottled w/ Pottery, Llthicn, Catiish Bend,

Dark Brows Silt Bone, Mussel Shell Possibly Late
Loam, Moderate Vienna Sohphame

Mussel Shell

126 560NW49SNk Straight 2.3x2.1l.5 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Cylindrical Numerous Mussel Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase

Shell

127 56ONW50ONE .mll Basin k.7xl.SxO.55 Dark Brown Slit Pottery, Lithics Catfish Bend
Loam Subphase

123 58ONWSONE Straight 5.2
5
sx4.3x2.2 Dark Brown lit Pottery, Lithics, Early Vienna Small amount of tired clay

Cylindrical Loam, Moderate Bone, Charcoal, Suhphose tangent to eastern side of
Musset Shell Mosnel Shell pit orifice

129 520W490*N. Snall Basin l.Ox2,xO.i Dark Brown Silt Lithics, Mussel Probably No ranics.
Loam Mottled w/ Shell Miller Ill Contained Burial 57
Orange Clay, Phase
Moderate Mussel
Shell

130 5IONW5SONE Large Basin 4.7x3.0.5 Black Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 58

Mottled w/Orange Mussel Shell Suhyhase

Clay, Numerous
Mussel Shell

131 57ONW47UNE Straight 4.2n3.n2.5 Dark Brown Loan Pottery, Lithics, Catftsh Bend Contained Burials 6iA, 6IB
Cylindrical Mottled w/Orange Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase

Clay, Numerous
Mussel Shell

I12 530BW520NE Straight Z.
7
5sx2.55xl.3S Black Silt Loam Pottery, Lithcs, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 54

Cylindrical Mottled w/orange Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphane
Clay, Numeruus

Mussel Shell

13 5101N520E Large Bast. 4.95.4.4.s.25 Black Slit Loam Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Dorial 6S

Mottled v/Orange Bone, Mussel Shell Subnhase
Clay Nomeroun
Mussel Shell

- o-nmeaurable
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Feature Location Feature Length x Fill Description Content Cultural Remarks
Number Category Width x Depth Affiliatlon

(Ft)

134 5OONW5OONE Large Basin 3.95x2.B5xO.5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithlcs, Catfish Bend
Loam Mottled wI Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase
Orange Clay,

Moderate Mussel
Shell

135 56ONW57ONi Bowl 3.Ox2.7x2.l Dark Brown to Black Pottery, Lithlcs, Catfish Bend
Sit Loam, Numerous Bone. Shell,Charcoal Subphase
Mussel Shell

lk1 56ONWSIONE Large Basin 4.1x4.OSx.4 Dark Brown Silt Numerous Fire Cracked Gainesville
Loam Rocks, Sparse Pottery, Subphase

Bone

L37 54UNW550NE Small Basin 2.65xl.9xO.B Gray Ash Pc' :ery, Lithlcs, Gainesville
Charcoal, Mussel Suhphase

Shell

138 55ONI5SONE Bell 2.55x4.1x3.O Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithlcs, Gainesville
Numerous Mussel Bone, Charcoal, Subphase
Shell Mussel Shell

139 53ONW55ONE Straight 4.3x4.lnl.35 Grayish Orange Pottery, Lithlcs, Late Vienna Contained Burials 62A. 62B,
Cylindrical Clay Loam Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase 62C

140 56UNW47ONE Small Basin l.7xl.4xO.45 Gray Ash Mottled w/ Pottery, Ltthics, Catfish Bend
Orange Clay Loam, Bone, Charcoal, Subphase
Sparse Mussel Mussel Shell
Shell

141 5hNWSbNi Indeterminate 4.lSx4.1x3.4 Dark Brown Slit Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Large hell . toed pit with

Loam, Namer us Bne, Charcoal, Subphaue straight c)llndrical ex-

Mussel Shel,. Bur- Mussel Shell tention in bottom. Con-
lal on Thin A.ns of tained Burial 63
White Sand 3.4 ft
below Pit Orifice

142 570NW5UONE Rectangular 5.hSnl.75xO.75 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Early Vienna
Basin Loam Mottled w/ Bose, Nussel Shell Suhphase

orange Clay,
Sparse Mussel
Shell

143 54hWI6OhNE ectangular 6.4x.xl.O Black Silt Loam Sparse Pottery, Miller Ill Orifice is irregular
bstin Lithics Phase

144 55DNW4BONB Large Basin 5.14.0xl.I black Silt Loam, Pottery. Fired Clay Late Vienna
Sparse Mussel Shell Fragments, Lithics, Subphase

Mussel Shell

145 540NW4SONL Straight Z.BxZ.lSnx.25 Slic Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithicm. Catfish Bend Only three sherdlets

Cylindrical Sparse Mussel Shell Fired Clay, Mussel Subphase or preaent
Shell Archaic

146 540NW48UNt Smell Basin 1.85xl.S0x0.75 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics Catfish Bend
Loam Mottled wI Subphase
Orange Clay

?147 55UNSON6DR Bowl 2.25x -l.05 Black Silt Loam w/ Pottery, Ltthtcs, Catfith Bend
Sparse Mussel Shell Mussel Shell Subphasa

1-B 520NBW44ONE Smll Basin 2.2nZ.ixO.8S Dark Brown Silt Fired Clay, Ltthics Archaic
Loam

149 540NW460k E Bowl 3.3.3.05.1.85 Black Silt Loam Pottery, Ltthic., Miller Ill
Fired Clay Phase

*50 530N6NS ONE Rectangular 3.8x2.4.0.4 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Gainesvllle Centained Burial k.
Basin Loam Mottled w/ Mussel Shell Subphase

Orange Clay.
Numerous Mussel
Shell

4s 520NW5ONE Bectangular 3.05x.9s0.25 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Ltthics, Catfish Bend inttned Burial 65
Basin Lom, Numerous Musael Shell .*.bphase

Mussel Shell

152 SOONQS5AOM Bell 3.6(.4)3.65 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithlcs. Calnesnllle Concentration of itre,
Sparse Mussel Shell Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase clay on west side of pit

ori ice

- - Unmsurable
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155 5JONWS6ONE Straight 3.60x3.55x4.7 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithlcs, Gainesville
Cylindrical Loam, Numerous Bone, tussel Shell Subphase

Mussel Shell

154 53UNW3SUNE Large Basin 3.5x3.lxO.2 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Cainannille Containa Burial 66k, 663
Loam Mottled w/ Mussel Shell Subphase
Orange Clay,
Sparse Mussel
Munsel Shell

155 54UNWS6UNi Snail Basin 1.7x:.55xO.8 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics. Gainesvllle
Loan, Moderate Mussel Shell Subphaae
Musse Shell

5t 5lONSSUN Large Basin 3.45X3.1O.8 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithice, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 68
Loan Mottled wI Mussel Shell Subphase
Orange Clay,
Sparse Mussel
Shell

S?15 o 53UNWSONi Rectangular 2.5X1.811.4 Black Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burial 67
Sasin Mottled w/Orange Mussel Shell Subphase

Clay, Numeros
Mussel Shell

15H 5U.SW495NE Large Basin 3.75x3.hxO.7 Black Slit Loam Pottery, Lichice, Catfish Band Contained Burial 71
Mottled w/Orange Mussel Shell Subphase
Clay, Numerous
Mussel Shell

159 55UNW4.UNE Small Basin 2.Sxl.h5x0.35 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Llthics, Miller IlII
Sparse Mussel Shell Mussel Shell Phase

lbU 55UNW44UNE large Basin 3.Yxl.hSxO.6 Dark Brows Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 70
Loam Mottled w/ Mussel Shell Subphase
Orange Clay,
Sparse Mussel
Shell

1[ 56UNW430NE Large Basin 3.9x3.9xl.05 Dark Brown Slit Pottery, Lithics Catfish Bend
Loam Subphase

1b2 57-SNW44UNE Large Basin 3.9x3.4xO.55 Dark Brow Silt Pottery. Lithics, Late Vienna Contained Burial 69
Loam Mottled w/ Mossel Shell Subphase

Orange Clay,
Sparse Mussel Shell

1b3 44UNW45UNE Small Basin 2.35x2.O5xO.7 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Coffeodan or

Moderate Mussel Mossel Shell Catf lsh Bend
Shell Subphase

Ib4 47UW4bNi Rectangular 4.85x2.SxO.25 Black Silt Loan, Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
B-il Numerous Mussel Mussel Shell Subphase

Shell

165 5OUNWSUuNi Large Basin 4.4x3.gxO.b Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Llthics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 73. l-
Numerous Mussel Mussel Shell Subphase though this pit vas basis

Shell shaped in cross sectio,

the orifice outline wan
irregular

Iat, 42ONW4ONE Bell 3.2X1.OSX.2 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend

Dense Layer of Bone, Charcoal, Subphase
Mussel Shell 0.6 ft Mussel Shell

below orifice

I? S4UNISSUNk Small Basin 2.45x2.2m0.25 Black Silt Loam Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 72
Mottled w/Orange Mussel Shell Subphase
Clay, Moderate
Mussel Shell

InS .40Nii4lON Small Basin I.h~xl.bxO.35 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend
Loam, Moderate Mussel Shell Subphase
Muse Shell

164 5uNW4USNE Sherd 0.hx0.SsS.2 Dark Brows Silt Pottery, Bone, Miller Ill
Concentr-tion Loam Mussel Shell Phase

- - Unaeanurable
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17U 53SWhhOlNE Small iBsin I.BxL.SO.35 liars Brown Silt Mussel Shell, Uldeeanmge
Loam Mottled wi Charcoal
Gray A.sModerate

Mussel Shell

Ill SUONW4S[oNE Small Basin l.BxI.Bnxl.4S ark Brown Silt Pottery. Lith.cs, Miller I

Loam Mottled / M ussel Shell Ph.
Orange Clay,

Sparse Mussel Shell

L72 iL NW46hNE Large Basin h.2 x3.8xl.O5 Black Silt Loam Numerous Fired Sand- Archaic

stone & Fired Clay
Fragments

173 4UNW4SUNE Smail Basin 2.92.lO
7  

Dark Brown Silt Fired Clay, Litrics, Archaic
Loan, Numeraus Charc-al
Charcaal Fragments

174 5lNSUSONE Large Basin 3.9x3.gxO.5 Dark Bron Silt Pottery, Lithics Early Vienna
Loam Mottled ci Suhphase
Orange Clay

17) SJONW57ONE S-ail Basin 2Z.x.lU.l Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithlcs, Gainesville Contained Burial 74
Loam Mottled w/ Mussel ShNBt. Suhphse
Orange Clay, Sparse
Mussel Shell

170 5JUNWS DNE SmalL Basin 2.xi.75xO.[5 lark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics Gainesville Contained Burial 75
Loam, Sparse Mussel Shell Sobphae
Mussel Shell

1l7 52ONW49SE Small Basin 2.4x2.25ux.2 ark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithicr, UideteTimisd Contained Burial 76
Loam ottled w/ Mussel Shell
Orange Clay,
Sparse Mussel
Shell

178 5JUN57URE Small Basin 2.Oxl.85xO.15 Dark Brown Si't Pottery, Lithics, GainesvIlle Contained Burial 77
Loam, Sparse Mussel Shell Subph.,sr
Mussel Shell

174 SIUNW57UNE Rectangular 3.6x3.05xo.l Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burials 78A, 78B
Basin Loam Mottled wi Mussel Shell Subphaur

Orange Clay, Sparse
Mss el Shell

iHO SIUBSNBE Rectangular 4.hx2.4xU.lS Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithica, Gainesville Contained Burial 79
Basin Mottled w/Orange Mussel Shell Suhphase

Clay, Sparse
Mussel Shell

181 SOOtNW.7ONE S all Basin 2.25.2.2.1.05 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 8I
Loam Mottled w/ Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase
Orange Clay,
Moderate Mussel
She, I

182 SIUNW44ONE Bawl 2.Oxl.7x.O5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Loam, Moderate Mussel Shell, Bone Subphase
Massel Shell

in 58BO49NE Small Basin l.bxl.25xO.3 Dark Brown Silt Pcttery. Lithics, Miller Ill
Loam, Moderate Mussel Shell Phase
Musse l Shell

18 58UNW70NE S traight 2.75x2.25.1.45 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Cylindrical Sparse Mussel Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase

Shell

I$85 5UlUNWi BE Small Basin 2.ZxI.Bx. 15 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Miller Ill
Loam, Moderate Bone. Mussel Shell Phase
Mussel Shell

lB 57ON550SE SIall Basin 2.2xl.95xO.h Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics, Late Vienna
Loam, Moderate Mussel Shell Subphane
Mussel Shell

17 5sUss Soft Large Basin 4.hxl.h5xO.5 Black Silt Loam, Potteny, Lithics, Early Vienna
Moderate Musel Bone, Mussel Shell, Sbphase

Shel I Fired Clay

-- Unmaurah1e
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Table 13. Site lPi61 Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Feature Locat is Feaiture Length a Fill Description Content CultIural Remarks,
Nco ter Catego ry Width xDepth AffiIiation

(Pt)

1111 51uNW53lNESt 1allRsin 2.4.2.0.0.35 Slack lilt Los. Pottery, Lithics Broken Pumpkxa
Creek Phase

189 01121145505t S-all Basin 3.01:2.904S.45 Dark Brows lilt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Rend Contained Burial 80
Loss, ISparse Mussel Shell Suhphase
Mus., Shell

190 SSOBWSbOBI Bowl S.1s3.5n2.l Black lilt Loss, Pired Clay, Sandstone, Archaic
S,arae Mumse Shell Lithics

191 llt124K ecrasgul.r 4.1a..3. Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend
Basis Moderate Mumse Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphase

Shell

192 SnoNW5hiJNk Small Basis l.Pnl.hsl.S Black Silt Lean Pired Clay Undetermined

193 57UNW53ONEi Large Basin 4.2st3.9a0.1 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Broken Pumpkin Contests mised with Pea-
Loss Fired Clay Creek Phase tare 194

194 44UNW4hUBE Large Beais 3.i5n3.U~nO.k Bark Brosws Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna Contents mined with Pea-
Loam, Numnerous Bose, Mussel Shell Suhiphsse tsr. 193
Muss el Shell

195 55SBW4hUNE Smai11 Basis l.B5nl.PsD.3 Dark Brows lilt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna A ball of yellow clay ws
Loam, Sparse Mussel Shell Suhphase Located in the caster of
Mussel Shell the pit

19n SPUNWS45L Burned l.2a1.2n - Black Silt Las Pottery, Lithics, Undetermined The oniy feature on the
Tree Tap Ro~ot Moderate Mussel Mussel Shell, Bank site which contained dauk

h ell 
(with good an s impressios)

191 S~lSW~U~k Sa~l asis .1 s-O.B It Brows Silt Pottery, Lithics Miller IllImruIirdca rg

Loss, Sparse phase? menS lining bottom and
Mussel Shell sides

190 S55JNWl1lOS. gectaingular 2.55.2.4.0.7 Black S;ilt Loan Pired Clay, Lithics Archaic BE side of pit intruded ky
Basin Pature 46

los ill Ih NL Small Basis 2.xJc. lck klt1 Lost, Pottery, Llthics, Miller Ill

Moderate Mussel Mussel Shell Pas
Shell

210') 490B1154u1 Sniai B1gasin l.95x1.9n5.3 Dark Brows hilt Pottery, Llthics, Catfish Rend
Loam, Moderate Mussel Shell Iuhphase
Mussel Shell

20L 44UNW4BUBE Lontrsct inK 2. 1s2.0.2.2 Black Silt Loam in Pottery, Lithics, Catfish bend tray clay lining sides,
Cyl iodricl tipper portion of Muesel Shell Subphase prohably bursed

Pit Grading to Gray
Ash a,.t bane. Sparse
Bonne Shell1

22 45SBWBOBF Rectangular 4.9s.S.7.S3 Dark Brows Silt Pottery, tthles, Catfish Bend
Loss M- ottled w/ Bose, Charcoal, luhphase
1r1nge Clay. Mussel Shell
Numerous Mosse.
Shell

201 hYBS.B ml at .S5nl.SnS.4 DrBow Slt Pottery. Lithlcs, Late Vlenna
Loam, SparsealMusseln ShellBrownhaie

Mussel Shellubpas

'u4 454911 ets lr ju.u95 lr Brw Sit Pottery, Lithies, Early Vienna

Bansin Lose Mottled wi Bone, Mussel Shell Sukphase
Orange Clay,
Moderate Muesel
Shell

205 4ISBWSS)O5L Smallt Bastn 2.15s2.0sh.hS Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithies, Cofferdam or
Loan, Moderte Mussel hhell Catfish Rend
Mussel Shel , Skyhase

420k 520155N50 Bout h.3n1.2n2.lS Dark Brown Silt Lithlrs, Charcoal, Early Archaic-

Losm, Spase Musel Shell. Sparse Xlrk

Mussel, Shell Pottery

211/ SdBW4BUst Ssa11 Basin 1l.iS.25 Dark Brown Silt Pottevy, Llthics, Catfish Bend
Loss, Nornroos Bone, Mussel Shell Sohphase

- e I5ZaurIhI

I
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Table 13. Site 1Pi6l Feature Tabulation (Continued).

re.t r t I i 'cur' l.,oth F Pill 'lescription Content Cultural earks
Sh .r ,.tI,.ry Wi-lth s Depth Affiliation

.5t hi&.f'N. SoolI asi -654n.hSt.h lark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend
L.am otled w/ Bone, Mau.el Shell Subphase
Orange Clay,

Nuseroun aisl
She Il

it', Ni. Ior,' Ool i..ol. Itoh, IS black Slit Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bei l
D11t4 Mussel Shell Bone. Charco.al, Subphome

ta.. I Shell

.1 x..SstIr O., t o~.r h.Sui.tln~ll Slack Silt Loan Pottery. Lithics, Gainesville Pit wills undercut on
se, , Mottled w/Orange Bone, Mussel Shell Suhphane eat end. Contained

lay, Buurroas Bral 83
Maae l Shell

* . [ .. '>,i t-Nt '.
+ 
Baoto h.Iso.hul.b n1ik Silt Loan. Pottery. Littlc., Catfish Bend Contained Burial 82

Numrous sel Bone, Mu.sel Shell Subpha..
Shel

,. ..... i-ark. tools n. lnk.ttl.l lak Sit Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Galneetille Appearn to have been
%-eron Mussel Bone, Mussel Shell Sbphan unfinished because tt
Shell bottoe was uneven

S "..tstpt S, tatt;tlor S. lhsl.l .rk Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics, Early Vienna
L.Ia., Sparse M.sel Shell Subphase
ssuet Shell

.... • .. ,n .tt. 1 I lark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithi-s, Catfish Bend
lotan, lusroos Muse I Shell Suhph..ue
4'o'os e I "SIhellu

- .5 tt+n*o;o. n,, t Ittg', h.lhn.. .hntl. Dark Brown htit Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Comprtsed part of shell
toln Loa, Nurouu gone, Musel Shell Suhpha.e ring

4us,-l Shell

U...s I, . ," hostz, 4..l.ln.9 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithica, Gainesville Bottom of pit burned a
Ltan, N.eroos Charcoal, Fired Clay. Suhphase yellowish-orange. Co.-
Mtusel Shell Bone, Musel Shell prined part of shell riog

-7 .ttSN.t'tst i., 1t tIs4r h.2l.l.(h.5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics. Catfish Bend Sides of pit burned yellow.
Lasts Los., Numerous Bone, Charctol, S.hphose Comprised part of shell

Mussel Shell Mussel Shell ring

- 'a "ttn Alttth r to'o.lar 4.O5x2.SxO.7 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Litlics, Gainesville Contained Burial 85
nastn Loa, Numerous Bone, Mussel Shell Subphase

nussel Shell

' )NW5l SwUNt e, t 1 . 1,, r 4.75x2.lnSU.7 tark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burial 84
najto Loam Mottlod al lone, Mussel Shell Subphase

Orange Clay.

N. troua 4usel
Shrt I

*.t 1 s/h.,;11. N ,o41 2.Sx.Zxl.25 Dark Brown Silt Pottery. Lithicn, Catfish Bend
Loan, Sparse Munsel Shell Subphase
Hu.e I Shell

2 'h,-- /IONL -nl I Hst !. txl.75xO.5 lark Brown Silt Pottery, Ltthicn. Catfish Bend Intrusive post hole
Loan, Sparne Mussel Shell Subphane
Mussel Shel

.'f.. .tW5MsI' Sn1ll Satin I.4Sxl.hxO. Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
LoaN, Buenroun Bone, 4usel Shell Subphase
Mona" I Shell

* ,I tN5/J.L Ind trmlnatr -nlhl. Black Silt Loam. Pottery, Lithlcs, Catfish Bend Intrudes Feature 2Z3B.
Spars. Mussel Shell Fired Clay, Mussel Subphase ? Pit shape not distinct

Sheli

.,l ct NSh-t'. 'trailtt 2. In I.I Black Silt Loam, Fired Clay, Lithcs. Miller III?
Cylindricol Spurs.- Mussel Shell Mussel Shell

24* ,.,tN 5Nhkh nta BasIn 2.8x.4SxO.3S TSrb Brown Silt Pottery, Lithlcs, Undstareied
Loan, Sparse Mussel Shell Possibly Miller
Mussel Shell III Phase

2 2,l'IBL Snal t1osn 1.lxn.7Xll.h lark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Within shell ring.
L IaM, nerso Mussel

1
Shell Subphane Contained Boriul 86

Munoel ShellI

t, hl4l Na lsl4 A.,a I Il-n 1. 55. , ., Clcak Silt loan, Pottery, Lithics, Miller Ill Within shell ring
Sparse Mussel Shell Mussel Shell Phase

•- - - - - - - -11
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Table 13. Site 1Pi6l Feature Tabulation (Continued).

Frtrt. Location Feature Length x Fill Oiescriptilon Content Cultural Remarks
s-1-r Category Width x Depth Affiliation

(Pt)

222 40NW47ONL Boul L.75'utll a.2 Back Silt Loam. Pottery, Llthics, Henson Springs
Sparse Mussel Shell Bone, Mussel Shell Phase

2S i 5UUNWh0UNL Large Basin 3.15x.Ox.75 Black Silt Loam, Pottery, Lithics, Turkey Paw
Sparse Mussel Shell Bone, Mussel Shell Phase

229 45UNW1?U. Small Basin 2.75x2.2xO.4 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Late Vienna
Loam Mottled w/ Mussel Shell Subphase
Orange Clay,
Numerous Mussel
Shell

23 01 ,2iNWbUUNE Small Basin 2.75x2.S5xl.2 Black Silt Loam Pottery, Lithics, Early Vienna
Packed W/Mussel Mussel Shell Subphase
SheIl

231 42UNWsONE Small iasit 2.95.2.25o0.5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial It
Loam, Sparse Mussel Shell Subphase
Mussel Shell

22 4iUNW37;iSi Bectagulr 4.tx.4xO.4 Dark Brows Silt Mussel Shell, Udatrmined Contained Burial 12
Basin Loam, Sparse Lithics

Mussel Shell

21 .Z011ih mal Basin 2.i.l.3.O.3 Dark Brown Slit Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial IS
Loam. Sparse Mussel Shell Subphase
Mussel Shell

234 Bkl AslIi ED

215 5ONWbUNL Large Basin l.8u2.2n0.5 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Gainesville Contained Burials 6A. 16B
Loam, Sparse Mussel Shall Subphase
MusseI Shell

21h 19UNWit iNE Large Basin 4.2.2.2x - Dark Brow.. Silt Pottery, LithLcs, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 17
Loam, parse Mussel Shell Subphase
Muse Shell

2'7 Jii1i 0HiE small Basin S. xl.$xO.S Dark Brows Silt Mussel Shell, lindatermlsed Contained Burial 18
Loam, Moderate Lithics

Mussel Shell

238 5UN550ONh1 indeterminate l.Oxl.bx - Black Silt Los,. Pottery, Lithics, Undaterimed In midden,
Numerous Mussel Mussel Shell Probably Gaines- Contained Burial 19
Shell villa Subphase

2s1 S)sUNS.!'s Small Basin 2.1ul.YSnO.l Light Brown Silt Mussel Shell, Undetermiaed Contained Burial 20
Loam., Sarse Charcoal
Mussel Shell

2.1 52NhuNE Indeteminate l.Sxl.Sx - Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics Catfish Bend Contained Burial 2L
Loam Subphase

2,; 5isNWiiOUNE Small Basn 3.Ox.bxO.2 Dark Brown Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 22
Loam, Sparse Subphase
Mussel Shell

2,2 520UN525NE Large Basin 3.hx2.SxO.2 Dark BrS n Silt Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend In midden.
Loam, Moderate Mussel Shell Subphase Contained Burial 23
Mussel Shell

241 4bONW45!5,i Snail Basin 3.il.Sxl.S Dark Brows Silt Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend In aidden.
Loas, Numrous Mussel Shell Suhphase Contained Burial 24
Muasel Shell

244 5)sNA- ONF Large Main i.2x2.2x - Dark Brows Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Send In midden.
Loam, Numerous Mussel Shell Subphase Contained Burial 25
Muse l Shell

2u5 421)NW47NE Rectangular l.25,1.80.5 Dark Brows Silt Pottery. Lithirs, Catfish Bend Located in center of shell
HCoin Loam, Numerous Mussel Shell Suhphase ring. Contained Burial 26

Mussel Shell

l4h 410sWlOUNE Bertrgulg r S.hx2.4xO.5 Dark Brown Slit Pottery. Lithics, Catfish Bend Lorated in center of shell
Basin Loa., Numerous Mussel Shell Subph.a ring. Contained Burial 27

Mussel Shell

247 5LONWb2iNk Bectangular 4.Sxl.SnS.6 Dark Brows Silt Pottery, Lithics, Catfish Bend Contained Burial 31
basin Loam, Sparse Mussel Shell Subphase

Mussel Shell

- Uneasurbe
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Site Pi61, Selected Feature Cross Sections,
Turkey Paw Subphase.

Feature 228, Large Basin

Feature 23,
Small Basin

Feature 14, Feature 15.
Straight Cylindrical Contracting Cylindrical

Feature 87,
Bowl

"_ Feature 85. Feature 27, Bell
Bell

0 14 Feet

*0 1 Meter

Figure 75.
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Site 112161, Selected Feature Gross Sections,
Early Vienna Subphase.

Featue 22,Feature 18,
Straight Cylindrical Straight Cylindrical

Feature 66,
Straight Cylindrical Feature 26,

Contracting Cylindrical

Featur 122,Feature 230.
4Large Basin Small Basin

Feature 142, Rectanguloid Basin

0 1 2 4 Feet

0 1 Meter

Figure 76.
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Site 1P61, Selected Feature Cross Sections.
Late Vienna Subphase.

Feature 62,
Feature 25, Flaring Cylindrical

Straight Cylindrical

Feature 37,
Feature 63, Rectangular Basin Featr 37i

Feature 76, Large Basin Feature 30. Rectangular Basin

0

Feature 31, Large Basin

I I
i0 1 2 3 4 Feet

0 1 Meter

Figure 77.
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Site Pi61, Selected Feature Cross Sections,

Catfish Bend Subphase

Feature 201, L
Contracting Cylindrical Feature 40,

Straight Cylindrical

Feature 44, Rectangular Basin

Feature 90, Feature 43, Small Basin
Large Basin

Feature 55, Bell Feature 166, Bell

0 1 2 3 4 Feet

0 1 Meter

Figure 78.
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Site M~61, Selected Feature Cross Sections,
Gainesville Subphase.

Burial Locality ,

Feature 33,
Burial 34 Undetermined

Qur~al .Ao,,uity

Feature 141,

Burial 163 Undetermined

0 1 2 S Feet

*0 1 Motor

Figure 79.
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Site 1Pi61, Selected Feature Cross Sections,
Gainesville Subphase

Feature 108,
Small Basin

Feature 136, Large Basin Feature 153,
Straight Cylindrical

/

I Feature 138, Bell Feature 152, Bell

1 2 3 4 Feet

0 1 Meter

Figure 80.
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Figure 81. Site.Pi6-, Feature 85. Figure 82. Site M61, Feature 15.

./Bell Shaped Pit. Turkey Contracting Cylivdrical
,;Paw Subphase. Shaped Pit. Turkey Paw

.Subph-sc.

Figure 83. Site iP61, Feature 14.
Straight CylCndrgcal

P upsShaped Pit. Turkey Paw

Subphase.
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Fiur 84 Sie111.etr 9 o uil

Turkey Paw Subphase.
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Figure 85. Site 1Pi6l, Feature 26. Figure 86. Site 1P16I, Feature 63.
Contracting Cylindrical Rectangular Basin Shaped
Shaped Pit. Early Vienna Pit. Late Vienna Subphase.
Subphase.

JiF

IA."

Figure 87. Site Mi61 Feature 144. Figure 88. Site M61, Feature 25.
Large Basin Shaped Pit. Straight Cylindrical
Late Vienna Subphase. Shaped Pit. Late Vienna

Subphase.
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Figure 89. Site 1Pi61, Feature 25.

Straight Cylindrical
Shaped Pit. Late Vienna

Subphase.

IT

4 . ,. .. 1.?

Figure 90. Site 1Pi61, Feature 42. Basin Shaped Pit
Filled with Charred Acorns. Miller III
Phase.
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Figure 91. Site 1Pi6l, Burial 59. Figure 92. Site lP16l, Burial 67.
Catfish Bend Subphase. Gainesville Subphase.

Figure 93. Site IPi6l, Burial 63. Figure 94. Site lPi6l, Burial 19.
Gainesville Subphase. Probably Gainesville

Subphase.
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Figure 9 . Site Pi6l, Burials 4 62B and C

44. Gainesville Subphase.
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*Figure 97. Site M~61, Burial 50. Figure 98. Site M~61, Burial 51.

Gainesville Subphase. Gainesville Subphase.

Figure 99. Site M~61, Burial 48. Gainesville Subphase.
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Figure 100. Site 1P16l, Burial 23. Figure 101. Site lP16l, Burial 80.
Catfish Bend Subphase. Catfish Bend Subphase.

pY

Figure 102. Site 1P161, Burial 55. Figure 103. Site 1P161, Burial 34.
Catfish Bend Subphase. Gainesville Subphase.
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Four semisubterranean rectangular structures dating to the Gaines-
ville subphase were uncovered at the site (Fig. 74). These are described

in detail below along with a fifth oval semisubterranean structure which
probably dates to the Catfish Bend subphase. Detailed illustrative mate-

rials and summary statistical tables for these structures are included
under this section.

A large number of post holes was recorded at the site. Their ho-
rizontal distribution and cultural affiliation is discussed in this sec-
tion. As Figure 74 illustrates, post holes were concentrated over much of
the entire site; exceltions were the central Catfish Bend cemetery and the
area just south of it. This was the approximate center of the site: the

i" area that had the greatest midden accumulation and that noticeably lacked

* pit features.

The concentration of post holes surrounding this central cemetery

, included numerous instances of possible small circular post patterns. No
doubt numerous structures dating to the Turkey Paw, Vienna, Catfish Bend

• and Gainesville subphases are masked within these concentrations. Because
of the intensity of occupation over a 600 year period, little can be
definitely inferred. The location and possible cultural affiliation of
several possible structures, other than those detailed below, will be
discussed.

From the MilLer It and Miller IIt house data, an estimated maximum of
15 to 20 house structures was present on the site. This estimate assumes
rebuilding and that some post holes were graded away or not recognized.
Other structure types, such as benches, racks, etc., were probably also
present.

The numerous post holes indicate that a good deal of structure build-
ing took place some distance from the terrace edge (Fig. 74). Because
this area was a locus for Gainesville subphase facilities, many of the
structures were probably built during the Gainesville subphase. However,

*the post hole distribution may reflect differential use of the site area
over a long period of time. The area near the terrace appears to be

* associated with cooking and and burial activities, but structures were
located in the southern portion of the site. Many of these post holes may

* belong to the Vienna and Catfish Bend subphases.

O'Hear et al. (1979) found a circular Miller III house pattern that
consisted of 95 post holes at the Tibbee Creek site. Structure 1, an oval
Late Miller II house at Site IGrlXI, contained approximately 100 post

holes. Because a minimum of 2,218 post holes were present at Site lPi6t,
*Allowing for structures other than dwellings, a maximum of 15 to 20 struc-

tures, each containing 95 to 100 posts, could have been present over a
period of 600 to 700 years. If the percentage of pits from each subphase
is an indication of the intensity of occupation, then most post holes and
structures probably were associated with the Catfish Bend subphase.
Gainesville and Late Vienna occupations were about equal in intensity

*according to the number of pit affiliations, not including the burial pits
associated with them. Turkey Paw subphase structures were probably pre-
sent but they were undoubtedly larger than the Miller III phase houses. A
few post holes or structures may also date to the Broken Pumpkin Creek,
Henson Springs, and Archaic occupations.
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The configuration of several post hole concentrations at the site may
possibly represent vestigial remains of structures. A dense concentration
of post holes was located just north of Burials 82 through 85 (approxi-
mately grid coordinate 420NW550NE). Several arcs of post holes were
discernable in this area. They were possibly the remains. of Miller III
structures. Another post hole concentration was located on the western
portion of the site just west of Feature 45 (approximate grid coordinate
460NW380NE). A third post hole concentration was located just west of
Test Unit 500NW43ONE. These post hole concentrations appear to be rem-
nants of small oval to round structures, probably dating to the Miller III
phase.

Numerous other combinations of arc post patterns and post hole con-
centrations probably represent structure remnants. Many post holes were
present around the periphery of the central Catfish Bend cemetery and were
concentrated away from the terrace edge. Most of the post holes probably
date to the Miller III phase. The four semisubterranean rectangular
structures and the single oval structure are described below.

Structure 1, Feature 17

Structure 1, Feature 17 was a 15 ft by 11 ft (4.6 m by 3.4 m) rectan-
gular, semisubterranean house (Figs. 104 and 109). The basin extended to
a mninimuia depth of 0.2 ft (6.0 cm) into the sterile subsoil. The exact
depth of the original basin was not determined because of grader trun-
cation. Small posts had been set just inside the outer edge of the basin

It and were spaced 0.2 ft to 2.0 ft (6.0 cm to 61.0 cm) apart with a mean
spacing of 0.6 ft (18.3 cm).

The western end of the structure had been dug into an earlier symme-
trical pit. A possible entrance was present at the southwest corner and a
soil discoloration was located onthe interior side of this corner.
Feature 17B, a basin shaped hearth, was located in the center portion of
the structure. Feature 17A, a basin shaped pit, was located inside the
southeast corner of the structure, but it probably was not associated with
the structure.

Several post holes, located within the western end of the structure,
Emay have been an internal partition (Fig. 104). Instances of three or

more posts in line at the eastern end of the structure may also indicate
partitioning. Several larger post holes (Feature 17C) in the central
portion of the structure may indicate intrastructure support posts. The
small posts or saplings that once formed the walls appear to have been
drawn inward for attachment to other posts, perhaps alternately, in a
woven fashion.

Two sherd concentrations of Mississippi Plain var. Warrior, in situ
within the structure, were at the point of contact between the organic
fill of the basin and the sterile clay subsoil.

The fill of the basin was a dark brown silty loam intermixed with

mu ;sel shell and charcoal. It contained numerous sherds, lithics, bone

and a human skull fragment. Much of the charcoal was from burned woven
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*Table 14. Site lPi6l Structure 1, Feature 17: Summary Statistics.

Phase: Gainesville Subphase.

Attribute

I A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O_

• Shape:

Round

Oval

Rectangular X X X X X X

Summary Statistics: Attribute

1. Max. Length 15.3 ft A. Single Post

2. Max. Width 11.4 ft B. Basin, Interior Single Post

3. Floor Area 176.6 ft2  C. Basin, Interior Single Post,

4. Basin Depth 0.20 ft Wall Trench

5. Structure Orientation East-West D. Basin, Exterior Post

6. Mean Post Diameter, E. Basin, Wall Trench, Wattle and

Long Axis 0.29 ft Daub

7. Mean Post Diameter, F. Single Post, Wattle and

Short Axis 0.33 ft Daub

8. Mean Post Diameter 0.31 ft G. Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

9. Mean Post Depth, H. Single Post, Wall Trench,

Long Axis 0.45 ft Wattle and Daub

10. Mean Post Depth, I. Hearth/Oven

Short Axis 0.42 ft J. Intrastructure Feature(s)

11. Mean Post Depth 0.44 ft K. Extrastructure Feature(s)

12. Mean Distance Between Exterior L. Intrastructure/Extrastructure

Wall Posts 0.61 ft Features(s)

North-South 0.77 ft M. Intrastructure Partitioning
East-West 0.45 ft N. Intrastructure Support

Post(s)

0. Doorway/Portico

* X specifies relevant attribute listed in right hand column.
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grass which was concentrated near the top of the basin fill. This ma-
terial may have formed part of the roof or walls of the structure. Sum-
inary statistics and attributes for Structure 1 may be found in Table 14.

Structure 2, Feature 28

Structure 2 was a 9.5 f t by 8.0 f t (2.9 mn by 2.4 mn) rectangular
seinisubterranean house (Figs. 105, 110 and 111). A linear arrangement of
small post holes were placed inside the shallow basin and spaced from 0.5
to 1.5 ft (15.2 cm to 45.7 cm) apart. The posts had an average diameter
of 0.6 ft (18.3 cm) and had penetrated the subsoil to an average depth of
0.27 ft (8.2 cm). The small posts or saplings comprising the structure
walls apparently were drawn inward for attachment to other posts, perhaps
woven into place alternately from the side and end. Lewis and Kneberg
(1946, Fig. 5) described a comparable example. Small posts formed three

*continuous lines joining at the north, west and east corners. The mean
*distance between these post holes was 0.6 ft (18.3 cm). At the south
* corner, three post holes formed a line slanting inward to form an opening.
* Another line of parallel post holes formed an overlapping entrance ap-

proximately 2.5 ft (0.8 in) across.

The fill of the shallow basin had a mean depth of 0.3 ft (9.1 cm) and
*was a dark brown to black silt loam interspersed with charcoal, bone,

lithics, ceramics and mussel shell. No direct evidence of a floor was
* found other than the excavated basin. No hearth or pits were noted inside

the structure. Summary statistics and attributes for Structure 2 are
listed in Table 15.

Structure 3, Feature 29

Structure 3, Feature 29 was an approximately 13.0 ft by 10.0 ft (4.0
m by 3.0 mn) rectangular semisubterranean wall trench structure (Figs. 107,
112 and 113). The internal depth of the basin was 0.25 ft (7.6 cm). Two
wall trenches parallel to the outer edge of the basin along the east-west
axis (Fig. 107) were approximately 10 ft by 0.75 to 1.0 ft and 1 ft deep
( 13 in by 22.9 cm to 30.5 cm and 30.5 cm deep) . The trenches were packed
with mussel shell, stones and other materials as if to wedge or brace the

0 posts inside the trench. In cross section the wall trenches in some areas
contained a shelf from which the deeper portion of the trench extended
downward. This shelf was most noticeable in Wall Trench 2. Wall Trench I
apparently intruded upon a previous line of single set posts just inside
the outer edge of the structure along the northwestern side (Fig. 107)

indicating that the structure had been rebuilt. The two short (north-
south) walls of the structure had individually set, equidistantly spaced,
posts.

Internal features located in the approximate center of Structure 3
consisted of two shallow basin hearths (Features 29D, 29E). A large post

Pghole intruded into one of the hearths. Burial 45, an infant burial, was
found within a shallow basin (Feature 29B) in the central portion of the

*eastern end of the structure. A large pit (Feature 29A) , dated to an
* earlier occupation, was intruded by Wall Trench 2 near the southeastern
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Table 15. Site 1Pi6l Structure 2, Feature 28: Summary Statistics.

Phase: Gainesville Subphase.

Attribute

.-- !"A B C D E F G H I J K L M N 0

Shape:
Round

Oval

Rectangular X X X X

p*

Summary Statistics: Attribute

1. Max. Length 9.5 ft A. Single Post

2. Max. Width 8.0 ft B. Basin, Interior Single Post

3. Floor Area 76.0 ft2  C. Basin, Interior Single Post,

4. Basin Depth 0.30 ft Wall Trench

5. Structure Orientation Northeast- D. Basin, Exterior Post

Southwest E. Basin, Wall Trench, Wattle and

* 6. Mean Post Diameter, Daub

Long Axis 0.32 ft F. Single Post, Wattle and

7. Mean Post Diameter, Daub

Short Axis 0.30 ft G. Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

8. Mean Post Diameter 0.31 ft H. Single Post, Wall Trench,

9. Mean Post Depth, Wattle and Daub

0 Long Axis 0.28 ft I. Hearth/Oven

10. Mean Post Depth, J. Intrastructure Feature(s)

Short Axis 0.26 ft K. Extrastructure Feature(s)

11. Mean Post Depth 0.27 ft L. Intrastructure/Extrastructure

0 12. Mean Distance Between Exterior Features(s)

Wall Posts 0.60 ft M. Intrastructure Partitioning

Northeast-Southwest 0.49 ft N. Intrastructure Support

Northeast-Southeast 0.70 ft Post(s)

S 0. Doorway/Portico

* X specifies relevant attribute listed in right hand column.
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Table 16. Site 1Pi6l Structure 3, Feature 29: Summary Statistics.

* -. Phase: Gainesville Subphase.

Attribute

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N 0

Shape:
Round

Oval

Rectangular X X X X X X
!*

Summary Statistics: Attribute

1. Max. Length 13.0 ft A. Single Post

2. Max. Width 10.0 ft B. Basin, Interior Single Post

3. Floor Area 130.0 ft2  C. Basin, Interior Single Post,

4. Basin Depth East-West Wall Trench

5. Structure Orientation Undetermined D. Basin, Exterior Post

6. Mean Post Diameter, E. Basin, Wall TrLench, Wattle and

Long Axis 0.45 ft Daub

7. Mean Post Diameter, F. Single Post, Wattle and

Short Axis 0.45 ft Daub

8. Mean Post Diameter - 0.45 ft G. Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

9. Mean Post Depth, H. Single Post, Wall Trench,

Long Axis (Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

* 0.1 ft deep) I. Hearth/Oven

10. Mean Post Depth, J. Intrastructure Feature(s)

Short Axis 0.67 ft K. Extrastructure Feature(s)

11. Mean Post Depth 0.67 ft L. Intrastructure/Extrastruc-

* 12. Mean Distance Between Exterior ture Features(s)

Wall Posts 0.60 ft M. Intrastructure Partitioning

N. Intrastructure Support

Post(s)

- 0. Doorway/Portico

* X specifies relevant attribute listed in right hand column.

- - Unmeasurable

1
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corner of the structure. Several paired and single internal posts were
present, perhaps representing support posts or partitions. The most
likely location for an entrance was a 1.3 ft (39.6 cm) space between Wall
Trench 2 and the large post in the southeast corner of the structure
(Fig. 107). There was however, a depressed area (Feature 29C) in the
southwest corner that also may have been an entrance. The wall trench
structure probably was built over an earlier single post rectangular
structure.

The fill of the structure was a dark brown to black silt loam con-
taining numerous mussel shell interspersed with charcoal. The fill con-
tained ceramics, lithics, and nonhuman bone. Summary statistics and
attributes for Structure 3 are presented in Table 1.6.

Structure 4, Feature 92

Structure 4, Feature 92 was an approximately 10.0 ft by 6.0 ft (3.0
by 1.8 m) rectangular semisubterranean structure (Figs. 107, 114 and 115).
The average interior depth of the basin was 0.4 ft (12.2 cm). Small posts
had been set 0.5 to 1.0 ft (15.2 cm to 30.5 cm) apart around the edges at
fairly regular intervals at a mean distance of 0.7 ft (21.3 cm). Some
gaps in the pattern along the northwest, north and southeast sides were
less than 2 ft (61.0 cm) wide. The post holes were uniform in depth,
shape and size. They were circular in horizontal cross section and
straight sided with rounded bottoms in vertical cross section.

A shallow basin hearth (Feature 92A) 1.3 ft by 1.0 ft (39.6 cm by
30.5 cm) and 0.45 ft (13.7 cm) deep was at the approximate center of the
structure (Fig. 107). Four large posts formed a rectangle at the northern
end of the structure inside walls. These may have been support posts for
a rack or other internal facility. Any one of the gaps in the walls along
the northern and eastern walls could have served as an entrance.

The fill of the basin was a dark brown to black silt loam inter-
spersed with mussel shells and charcoal. Numerous ceramics, lithics, and
animal bones were present in the fill. A sherd concentration was noted in
Unit 3 at the north end of the structure (Fig. 107). Summary statistics
and attributes for Structure 4 are presented in Table 17.

Structure 5, Feature 98

Structure 5, Feature 98 was a probably oval in outline. It was 22.1
ft by 10.4 ft (6.7 m by 3.2 m) and had a depressed basin floor 0.7 ft
(21.3 cm) deep. At the southern end was an elongated feature that may
have served as an entrance (Fig. 108). When this feature was uncovered by
grading activities, it appeared as a large oval stain packed with mussel
shell. Burials 46 and 47, both in a tightly flexed position, were in-
terred within the floor and fill of this feature. Although numerous post
holes surrounded Structure 5, no definite post hole alignment was de-
termined. Summary statistics and attributes for Structure 5 are presented
in Table 18.
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Table 17. Site 1Pi6l Structure 4, Feature 92: Summary Statistics.

Phase: Gainesville Subphase.

.*
Attribute

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N 0

Shae:
Round

Oval

Rectangular X X X X X

Summary Statistics: Attribute

1. Max. Length 10.2 ft A. Single Post

2. Max. Width 7.3 ft B. Basin, Interior Single Post

3. Floor Area 74.5 ft2  C. Basin, Interior Single Post,

4. Basin Depth 0.40 ft Wall Trench

5. Structure Orientation North-South D. Basin, Exterior Post

6. Mean Post Diameter, E. Basin, Wall Trench, Wattle and

Long Axis 0.23 ft Daub

7. Mean Post Diameter, F. Single Post, Wattle and

Short Axis 0.24 ft Daub

8. Mean Post Diameter 0.24 ft G. Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

9. Mean Post Depth, H. Single Post, Wall Trench,

Long Axis 0.38 ft Wattle and Daub

10. Mean Post Depth, I. Hearth/Oven

Short Axis 0.39 ft J. Intrastructure Feature(s)

11. Mean Post Depth 0.39 ft K. Extrastructure Feature(s)

12. Mean Distance Between Exterior L. Intrastructure/Extrastructure

Wall Posts 0.70 ft Features(s)

East-West 0.70 ft M. Intrastructure Partitioning

North-South 0.72 ft N. Intrastructure Support

Post(s)

0. Doorway/Portico

* X specifies relevant attribute listed in right hand column.
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Table 18. Site 1Pi61 Structure 5, Feature 98: Summary Statistics.

Phase: Catfish Bend Subphase.

Attribute

A B C D E F G H I J K L M N O
Shape:

Round

Oval X X X X X

Rectangular

,*

Summary Statistics: Attribute

1. Max. Length 22.1 ft A. Single Post

2. Max. Width 10.4 ft B. Basin, Interior Single Post

3. Floor Area 141.0 ft2  C. Basin, Interior Single Post,

4. Basin Depth 0.7 ft Wall Trench

5. Structure Orientation North-South D. Basin, Exterior Post

6. Mean Post Diameter, E. Basin, Wall Trench, Wattle and

Long Axis ? Daub

7. Mean Post Diameter, F. Single Post, Wattle and

Short Axis ? Daub

8. Mean Post Diameter ? G. Wall Trench, Wattle and Daub

9. Mean Post Depth, H. Single Post, Wall Trench,

Long Axis ? Wattle and Daub

10. Mean Post Depth, I. Hearth/Oven

Short Axis ? J. Intrastructure Feature(s)

11. Mean Post Depth ? K. Extrastructure Feature(s)

12. Mean Distance Between Exterior L. Intrastructure/Extrastructure

Wall Posts ? Features(s)

M. Intrastructure Partitioning

N. Intrastructure Support

Post(s)

0. Doorway/Portico

* X specifies relevant attribute listed in right hand column.
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Figure 109. Site Pi61, Structure 1, Feature 17.
Gainesville Subphase.

0r

_AR

Figure 110. Site Pi61, Structure 2, Figure 111. Site 1Pi6I, Structure 2,

Feature 28 before Excava- Feature 28 after Excava-
tion. Gainesville Sub- tion.
phase.
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Figure 112. Site 1Pi6l, Structure 3, Figure 113. Site lPi6 , Structure 3,
Feature 29 before Excava- Feature 29 after Excava-
tion. Gainesville Sub- tion.
phase.
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44

Figure 114. Site 1Pi61, Structure 4, Figure 115. Site lPi6l, Structure 4,
Feature 92 before Excava- Feature 92 after Excava-
tion. Catfish Bend or tion.
Gainesville Subphase.
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INTERNAL SITE COMPOSITION

Strat igraphy

Stratigraphy at Site lPi6l was homogeneous over most of the site.
The inidden accumulation in the center of the site produced the best se-
quence of zones. Occasionally aboriginal digging practices produced
distortions in the strata resulting in sterile subsoil positioned out of
its natural context (Fig. 116). Four distinct zones were recorded for the
site and are described below.

Zone A. Zone A was a black silt loam intermixed with crushed mussel
* shell arnd represented the plowzone at the site. The average thickness of

Zone A was 0.5 ft (15.2 cm).

Zone B. This zone was a dark brown silt loam mottled with a slight
amount of orange clay. Whole mussel shells were interspersed throughout
this matrix. The zone ranged in thickness from 1.0 ft (30.5 cm) at the
center of the site to 0.2 ft (6.0 cm) near the site periphery.

Zone C. Zone C was an orange clay mottled with a slight amount of
medium brown silt loam. It lay immediately beneath Zone B on all portions
of the site.

Zone D. Zone D was a sterile white sand below Zone C at a minimum
depth of 5.0 ft (15.2 cm).

Cultural Stratigraphy

Zones A and B resulted primarily from human refuse disposal indicat-
ing intensive consumption at this locality.

Cultural components at Site lP161 are represented in three zones.
Zone A contained predominantly Late Woodland Vienna and Catfish Bend
subphase artifacts. Zone B contained predominantly Late Woodland Vienna
and Catfish Bend subphase as well as some Late Miller II Turkey Paw sub-
phase material. Henson Springs, Broken Pumpkin Creek, and Archaic arti-

.0facts also were present. Artifacts representing Late Archaic (West
Greene), Middle Archaic (Vaughn), Middle to Late Archaic (Benton), and
Early Archaic (Kirk) components were recognized. Zone C contained oc-
casional Early to Late Archaic artifacts, but these were probably intru-
sive from above. Zone C appeared to be otherwise sterile.

Natural Stratigraphy

Zon~e C. Zone C was a silty clay deposited on this portion of the
terrace prior to human habitation. Although a few artifacts were found in

* the upper part of the zone, they appeared to be intrusive from Zone B
erather than inclusive. The formation of Zone C may be attributed pri-
- - marily to geophysical forces.
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.JI Zone D. No artifacts were found within Zone D, a clean white sand.
Like Zone C, this zone was the product of natural forces.

Horizontal Distribution of Components

Early, Middle and Late Archaic Periods

Archaic materials were distributed widely across Site lPi6l although
the amount of material was relatively sparse from this time period.

*Several Archaic features were present on the site. Diagnostic material,
however, was recovered only from Feature 20C. This was a Kirk bowl shaped
pit located on the northern portion of the site. The other Archaic fea-
tures were so designated because they lacked ceramics and had a predomi-
nance of fired clay, burned sandstone, and lithic debitage characteristic
of Archaic assemblages in the Gainesville Lake area. Features 148, 172,

* 173, 190, 192, and 198 and 206 were designated as Archaic. These features
include large and small oval basins, bowls, and a single rectangular
basin.

The Archaic occupations may have been concentrated nearest the ter-
race edge. One concentration of Late Archaic West Greene materials was
found in Feature 27, a Turkey Paw subphase pit evidently intruded into a

*Late Archaic feature. Several Gary var. Tombigbee projectile points made
of Tallahatta quartzite were concentrated in the bottom portion of the pit
along with yellow chert debitage, cores and other tools.

Several Archaic projectile points were found in the test excavations
near the center of the site, suggesting a widespread occupation during
this time period. Late Archaic West Greene and Middle Archaic Vaughn
components were present on the site. In addition, a few Benton cluster

* projectile points were found indicating occupation from late Middle Ar-
chaic to the early Late Archaic. Several Kirk cluster projectile points
were found indicating that a Kirk component was present. Several Wade
related projectile points were also found, possibly indicating a terminal
Archaic occupation.

* Late Archaic Gary var. Tombigbee and Little Bear Creek var. unspeci-
fied projectile points were found inclusive within Features 27, 30, 66 and
153 indicating wide spread occupation by West Greene groups. Vaughn
var. Vaughn and Demopolis var. Demopolis projectile points were found
inclusive within Features 40, 44, 69, 95 and 124 indicating a wide distri-
bution of these forms on the site. Habitation was evidently sporadic
during Vaughn times. A Kirk var. unspecified projectile point associated
with Structure 4 located at the extreme northern end of the site fairly
close to Kirk Feature 20C mentioned above indicates that a Kirk occupation
was present on this portion of the site.

Middle Gulf Formational Period

6Broken Pumpkin Creek Phase. At this time the occupation of Site
1 P16l seems to have been brief and sporadic. The fiber tempered pottery
diagnostic of this phase was found sparsely scattered over the entire
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site. Two features on the terrace at the northeast end of the site in
Unit 570NW530NE may indicate a concentration in that area.

Late Gulf Formational Period

Henson Springs Phase. Occupation of Site lPi6l during the Henson
Springs phase was also sporadic and temporary. The Alexander pottery
diagnostic of this phase was scattered sparsely across the site. Only one
pit feature from this phase was found in the southwestern portion of the
site in Unit 440NW470NE.

Middle Woodland Period

Miller II Phase. Site lPi6l was evidently not occupied again until
the Miller II Turkey Paw subphase when two complexes of pit features were
constructed. One north to south linear arrangement of pit features along
the northeastern margin of the site and another north to south linear
arrangement of seven pit features near the central portion of the site
were constructed during this subphase.

Late Woodland Period

Occupation of the site continued during the Miller III Early Vienna
subphase. This the occupation was represented by a complex of eight pit
features concentrated near the eastern portion of the site along the
terrace edge. Eight other pit features in groups of two or three were
looLed in other areas of the site.

Continued occupation during the Miller III Late Vienna subphase was
represented by three pit feature complexes. One complex of eight pit
features was constructed in the same area as the Early Vienna subphase
feature complex on the terrace edge in the northeastern portion of the
site. Another complex of five pit features was located 50 ft (15.2 m)
south of the first complex in the vicinity of Unit 500NW55ONE. A third
complex of six or seven other pit features was dispersed throughout the
southern portion of the site.

4

The succeeding Miller III Catfish Bend subphase occupation covered
most of this site. The major pit complex at this time, however, was
located on the crest of the terrace in the northwest portion of the site.
In addition to that complex, a cemetery composed of 24 burials was located
in the north central portion of the site. An area clear of burials and
other pit features was tangent to this cemetery and probably represented a
plaza.

Occupation at Site lPi6l continued into the terminal Miller III
Gainesville subphase. Four semisubterranean houses were built at this
time. Two were in the southwestern portion and two in the northeastern
portion of the site. A well defined cemetery of 20 burials was associated
with the northeastern structures. A less well defined cemetery of 27
burials was associated with the southwestern structures. The latter may
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actually have been two cemeteries. One small group of burials belonged to
* the Catfish Bend subphase. The others belonged to the Gainesville 3ub-

phase. Located just east of the southwestern structures was a ring of
shell 32 ft (9.8 m) in diameter (Fig. 74). Three cooking pits were in-
clusive within it. The Catfish Bend subphase plaza was probably still in
use at this time since no features were constructed within it between the
northeastern pair of structures and the southwestern pair. The ceramic
analysis indicates that the majority of the midden accumulated during the
Catfish Bend and Gainesvilie subphases.

SUMMARY

Site Formation Process

Virtually all of the first terrace was formed during the Pleistocene.
During the following Archaic stage there was very little alluviation at
Site lPi6l. Nearly all of the Archaic materials recovered were deposited
on the orange silt or clay loam which formed the subsoil at this site.
Most of the site stratigraphy during the succeeding periods resulted from
the disposal of a large amount of refuse forming a dense midden composed
of abundant shellfish, animal bone, charcoal, and lithic, and ceramic
debris.

Prior to the Late Middle Woodland period, human activity had little
effect on the physical appearance of Site 1Pi6l. Only a few pit features
had been constructed along the crest of the terrace. The first substan-
tial occupation of the site was during the Turkey Paw subphase of the
Middle Woodland period. During this occupation, two complexes of pit
features, one on the northeast margin of the site and the other in the
north central section, were constructed. At least one house must have
been present but because of the large number of post holes, individual
single post structures could not be isolated with confidence. At this
time the First true midden began to accumulate at the site.

The early Vienna subphase occupation was concentrated on the terrace
edge in the north central portion of the site. A complex of seven pit
features was located in that area. Eight or .Jne other features were also

4 scattered across the northern or highest portion of the site. Single post
structures must have been built during this subphase and the following
Catfish Bend subphase, but the vast number of post holes precluded defini-
ton of these post patterns.

The number of pit features and pit feature complexes increased
* through time, indicating that the population increased as well. More pit

features and midden accumulation occurred during the Catfish Bend subphase
and succeeding Gainesville subphase than during any prior subphase.
During the Catfish Bend subphase, at least 33 pit features were construc-
ted. These included two pit complexes on the crest of the terrace in the
northern portion of the site, another smaller complex in the east central

* portion of the site, and several other pit features randomly situated in
the southern area of the site. The pit features located at the lower
elevation of the southern portion of the site were the first to appear in
that area. Two cemeteries of approximately 36 burials also appeared at
this time.

* 150



The last major occupation was during the Gainesville subphase. At
this time four rectangular semisubterranean houses with adjacent ceme-
teries were significant additions to the site. Also during the Gaines-

ville subphase a large ring of shellfish was deposited in the south-

central portion of the site. This ring may be the remnants of an outdoor
cooking area.

1

4
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CHAPTER VIII

THE GAINESVILLE LAKE EXCAVATIONS:
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The overall goals of this project were twofold but not mutually
exclusive. The first goal was the mitigation of the adverse impacts on
the nonrenewable cultural resources of the Gainesville Lake area. Miti-

gation includes: (1) archaeological salvage excavations to allow recovery
of maximum amounts of information and (2) preparation of a report detail-
ing activities and findings of the excavations. Mitigation entails the
second goal, an interpretation of the material recovered to formulate an
approximation of the successive lifeways that evolved during the 12,000
year prehistory of the lake area. The term lifeway encompasses the rela-
tion or interaction of a cultural group or cultural system within its eco-
system. To document these successive changes, the different classes of
portable materials; ceramics, lithics, flora, fauna, and osteological
remains have been analyzed by different specialists. Variability in the
material culture throughout the successive stages, periods and phases was
the focus of this report.

This volume has described the methods of excavation and recovery and
has summarized the nonportable materials recovered. The following volumes
further describe the portable materials and uses them, along with ma-
terials previously recovered from the Gainesville Lake area excavations,
to formulate a comprehensive interpretation of the prehistory and rela-
tionship of the Gainesville Lake area cultures to those in contiguol..
regions.

The material recovered from the Gainesville Lake area is unfortu-
nately, not thoroughly representative of the entire prehistoric continuum
of the region. To some degree this is a result of different settlement
and demographic patterns that took place during certain periods. Cultural
remains were most sparse during the Archaic stage. Archaic materials were
recovered from stratified Early Archaic components at Sites IGr1XI and
iGr2. Middle and Late Archaic materials were also recovered from these
sites. The system of lithic classification used in this report should
demonstrate cultural and historical classes and allow the successful
interpretation of forms with good time depth. Forms found in limited
chronological and geographical distribution may allow recognition of
stylistic variability between components. Technological and use classes
may also be recognized to determine aspects of site function. The lithic
classification will ultimately serve two major purposes: (1) to ascertain
the function of sites or components within the settlement system by de-
termining lithic technological and use practices, and (2) to measure
statistical variability and attain a fine degree of temporal control.

Middle and Late Gulf Formational components are small and seem to be
about the same size as Late Archaic components. During the Miller I phase
of the Middle Woodland, the first base camp appears in the Gainesville
Lake area. From the Miller II phase throughout the remainder of lake area
prehistory, components are more numerous and well represented.
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Consequently, these volumes will concentrate on cultural change and conti-
nuity from the beginning of the Middle Woodland period (100 B.C.) through
the Late Mississippian period (A.D. 1540).

Temporal control for the Archaic stage materials falls solely on the
lithic analysis. Projectile point morphology may in addition, be used in
detecting preceramic chronology. With the introduction of pottery, how-
ever, the plasticity and the greater morphological variability of the

*ceramic fabric allows for a finer temporal scaling. Once the ceramic
variability is documented, it may be used advantageously as a sensitive
temporal indicator. The lithic, floral and faunal assemblages from se-
lected features may then be temporally scaled by direct ceramic asso-
ciation. Subsistence variability through time can then be precisely
documented.

The plant communities present at the time of first European contact
*were reconstructed from United States General Land Office Survey notes and
* plats compiled by surveys in 1820, 1832, and 1834 (Caddell 1981). If the

- - environment was not drastically altered in the last 2,000 years, the span
encompassing 98 percent of the floral and faunal sample, this reconstruc-
tion should enhance modeling of prehistoric floral and faunal procurement
systems. Because certain animal species concentrate within specific plant
communities, and the species exploited are known from floral and faunal
analysis, it should be possible to approximate prehistoric floral and
faunal procurement patterns. Procurement information should further
explain site placement. With good temporal control, it should also be
possible to demonstrate successive changes in these procurement patterns.

During the 1976-1977 season, eight houses were identified and exca-
vated. Three other possible houses were also excavated. These houses are
compared to houses previously excavated by Jennings (1941), Cotter and
Corbett (1951), and 0'Hear et al. (1979). Consequently, data for at least

* . 20 houses are now available for comparison within the Tombigbee drainage.

A very large and well documented body of data collected from the
- .Gainesville Lake area was described in the preceding pages. The Gaines-

ville Lake excavations yielded one of the largest collections recovered
from any reservoir project in Alabama since the WPA excavations in the
Tennessee Valley. The Gainesville Lake area excavations have further

* provided the largest body of well documented subsistence data ever recov-
ered in Alabama.
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